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Publisher’s Note
This issue of the Diplomatist is a tribute to Europe in commemoration 
of Europe Day on May 9. 
The Cover Story is an interview with H.E. Mr Nicos Anastasiades, 
Honourable President of Cyprus, who talks about his visit to India and 
the country’s special relationship to Cyprus.
H.E. Mr Tomasz Kozlowski, EU Ambassador to India and Bhutan, shares 
his thoughts on how to take Indo-European relations forward and reﬂ ects 
on where Europe is heading. 
The Europe Edition further features articles on European defence 
cooperation, the many elections of 2017 and Europe’s relations with 
Turkey. 
Dr Jaworski contrasts British and European expectations from the 
upcoming Brexit negotiations. Lord Popat of the House of Lords looks 
beyond Brexit and evaluates how Britain and India can further strengthen 
their ties while Labour politician Seema Malhotra reﬂ ects on whether 
Brexit was really the answer to Britain's challenges. 
President Trump’s challenge of balancing defence and diplomacy takes 
Global Centre Stage and the 60-year anniversary of Indo-Malaysian 
diplomatic relations is in the Spotlight.
A special report on The Netherlands features interviews with H.E. 
Ambassador Stoelinga and other senior Dutch diplomats, highlighting 
Indo-Dutch cooperation on technology and agriculture among other areas.
We hope you enjoy these and other articles and, once more, extend our 
best wishes to Europe. 
Linda Brady Hawke
 Publisher
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CYPRUS AND INDIA
A DEEP, LONGSTANDING AND 
STRONG FRIENDSHIP
H.E. Mr Nicos Anastasiades, Honourable President of  the 
Republic of  Cyprus, speaks to Diplomatist Editor Martin Healey 
about the relationship between Cyprus and India. Excerpts…
Your Excellency, it is a great honour to be invited 
to speak with you about the close ties between Cyprus 
and India. Would you please enlighten us about the 
signiﬁ cance of this special relationship?
India is an old and valued friend of Cyprus. Our 
common struggle against colonialism and the shared vision 
of independence form the anchor of a deep, longstanding 
and strong friendship, founded on a common adherence to 
democratic values, norms and principles. Mahatma Gandhi, 
the Father of the Indian nation, who led it through the 
realisation of self-determination, and who has since become 
a universal symbol of peace and humanity, had a special 
bond with Cyprus.
As a result, our two countries enjoy excellent relations, 
based on deeply-rooted historical, political, economic and 
cultural ties, including amicable interactions between our 
two peoples. Our strong relations extend further, through our 
close cooperation within international organisations and fora, 
in accordance with our shared principled stance with respect 
to international law, the values and principles of the United 
Nations, including respect for the independence, sovereignty 
and territorial integrity of our countries. Cyprus and India both 
cherish peace, democracy, fundamental freedoms, as well as 
respect for the rule of law and cultural diversity.
‘Fostering Greater Economic Cooperation’ is the 
theme of the India-Cyprus Business Session and the main 
reason for your India visit. What are the key areas in 
which you expect to see more bilateral trade?
We see a lot of scope in our bilateral trade through a 
partnership which has signiﬁ cant potential to grow even 
further, particularly in key fields, such as banking and 
I N T E R V I E W
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ﬁ nance, shipping, air services, education, science, innovation, 
technology, renewable energy and tourism.
Cyprus and India have established a comprehensive 
framework of institutional collaboration, which we constantly 
aim at expanding in order to fulﬁ l the huge potential that exists 
for increased cooperation. In this regard, I am pleased that 
during my visit to New Delhi, a number of bilateral agreements 
and Memoranda of Understanding will be signed in the ﬁ elds 
of merchant shipping, air services, agricultural cooperation, 
education and culture; these are key areas with incredible 
potential for enhanced cooperation. In fact, during my visit a 
decision was taken to establish a Ministerial Working Group 
precisely to explore cooperation in sectoral areas. 
The overall objective is to foster greater economic 
cooperation and build on the comparative advantages that 
both Cyprus and India offer. We believe that there are a lot 
of unique investment opportunities in Cyprus, a EU Member 
State with a strategic location at the crossroads of Europe, 
North Africa and Asia, for Indian investors and vice versa. 
This will enable us to achieve a strategic re-orientation of our 
economic partnership and explore new areas of cooperation.
Cyprus and India have close political relations, open 
FDI policies and regularly meet in a joint committee to 
boost economic cooperation – ideal conditions, it seems. 
Still, in which areas do you see room for improvement?  
Since I have already referred to the area of shipping, allow 
me to reiterate that Cyprus’s shipping industry has been most 
successful worldwide. Cyprus enjoys the privilege of being 
one of the most inﬂ uential global hubs for ship owning and 
ship management services, and home to some of the world’s 
most prominent names in shipping. We offer competitive 
ship registration costs and a favourable tax regime for ship 
management and other international business enterprises.
The education sector also has the capacity of becoming 
another signiﬁ cant area of collaboration between Cyprus 
and India. The three state universities, ranked high in terms 
of quality of teaching and research, along with the private 
universities offer a wide range of courses and degree 
programmes, attracting foreign students from India and all 
over the world. I believe there is a signiﬁ cant role Cyprus can 
play in attracting outstanding Indian students and researchers 
into our universities. In addition, there are great prospects for 
cooperation in science and technology, where India possesses 
much-needed and much-welcomed experience and expertise, 
and could greatly beneﬁ t Cyprus. Attracting talent is crucial 
in boosting our entrepreneurial and start-up ecosystem. 
Tourism is another area where Cyprus and India can 
engage further. Cyprus has become a very well established 
tourist destination over the last few decades, providing high 
quality services. During my visit to India, our countries signed 
a Protocol Amending the Air Services Agreement, providing 
the opportunity for ﬂ ights from Cyprus to India and vice versa. 
This is a very positive development because it will create the 
conditions for more people-to-people contacts and exchanges. 
The new Technology Park in Cyprus offers a great space 
for the promotion of applied research, innovation and smart 
specialisation. Other areas of cooperation include renewable 
energy, where Cyprus can share its expertise in solar energy 
systems, assisting India in achieving its goals to depend more 
on renewable energy in the following years. 
I must also refer to the opportunities Cyprus offers 
to the ﬁ lm industry. Following the recent introduction of 
tax incentives for investment in innovation and start-up 
companies, we will soon also be introducing an incentives 
scheme speciﬁ c to the ﬁ lm industry. The beauty, climate 
and cultural wealth of our country, in combination with the 
incentives we plan to introduce, will make Cyprus an ideal 
ﬁ lming location. We welcome production companies from 
India to consider Cyprus and we commit to ensure that 
their experience, should they choose our island as a ﬁ lming 
location, will be as smooth as possible.
Cyprus and India also see eye to eye on many 
global issues and support each other in international 
organisations. Can this relationship help revitalise the 
Free Trade Agreement negotiations between the EU and 
India?
Besides the obvious trade and economic beneﬁ ts that 
would accrue, a Free Trade Agreement will provide the space 
for EU Member States to maximise their bilateral engagement 
with India, in all possible sectors of economic activity. The 
multipliers of an FTA, in the context of an ambitious EU – 
India Strategic Partnership in the 21st century, are enormous. 
The EU and its Member States possess tremendous 
expertise and know-how, in the very areas where India wishes 
to take huge modernisation leaps, and where Prime Minister 
Modi has set an ambitious agenda: Make in India, Clean India, 
Digital India, Smart Cities, and other signiﬁ cant initiatives, 
like the International Solar Alliance. All these initiatives are 
signiﬁ cantly reinforced when India and EU Member States 
work closely together. 
The Republic of Cyprus has strongly supported the signing 
of the FTA, and will seize the opportunity to engage actively 
with India in such sectors as renewable energy, most notably 
in solar energy and natural gas, in shipping and ﬁ nancial 
services, new applications of thermal energy in medical 
sciences and pharmaceuticals, in advanced university research 
and people-to-people contacts. ■
Your Excellency, thank you for your time. We hope to 
welcome you back to India in the near future!
I N T E R V I E W
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THE EU 
AND INDIA
POISED TO MAKE 
A SIGNIFICANT 
CONTRIBUTION TO 
THE WORLD
H.E. Mr Tomasz Kozlowski, Ambassador 
of  the European Union to India and 
Bhutan, speaks to The Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary Diplomatist 
Editor Martin Healey and shares his 
thoughts on the European Union and its 
relationship with India. Excerpts…
Your Excellency, thank you for taking the time to talk to 
us today. First of all, could you please let our readers know 
why the European Union has its own diplomatic mission in 
India, in addition to the embassies of its Member States? 
The Delegation of the European Union to India is part 
of the European External Action Service (EEAS), which is 
the European Union's diplomatic service. Formally launched 
on 1 January 2011, the EEAS was created by the Treaty of 
Lisbon, which was signed in 2007. One of the main features 
of this Treaty was to widen the scope of European external 
action, which is implemented by the EEAS and its 139 
delegations across the world. The delegations play a vital role in 
representing the EU and its citizens in the host country, building 
networks and partnerships and implementing initiatives agreed 
upon by leaders on both sides. The EEAS is headed by the EU’s 
High Representative for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy/
Vice-President of the European Commission (HR/VP) Federica 
Mogherini who is responsible for shaping and carrying out the 
EU's foreign, security and defence policies.
The Delegation in India is responsible for all policy areas 
of the relationship between the EU and India – political, 
economic, social and humanitarian. We lead various policy 
dialogues and initiatives with the Indian authorities such as 
in the area of trade and investment, environment, energy, 
climate change, skills and research, where there are deﬁ nite 
advantages to having a common position and working 
together. In this, we work closely with all our Member States. 
In 2018, the EU Delegation will be celebrating 35 years 
in India. What are the most important areas of cooperation 
between the European Union and India? Where is the 
relationship the strongest?
The EU-India Strategic Partnership was established in 
2004, but EU-India diplomatic relations date back to 1962, 
when an Indian Ambassador was ﬁ rst accredited to the EU. 
Since the EU delegation was established in India in 1983, EU-
India relations have grown steadily through regular Summits, 
ministerials and expert-level meetings on a broad range of 
issues. India is one of only 10 Strategic Partners of the EU.
While development cooperation was the focus in the early 
years, India is now a fast-growing emerging economy and 
has increasingly become a provider of substantial aid to other 
developing countries. 
Thus, our relationship has evolved in the direction of 
dialogue and partnership for mutual beneﬁ t. In this spirit, 
we are cooperating in many areas of shared interest and 
concern, notably: foreign policy and international security 
including maritime security, cyber-security and counter-
terrorism; trade and investment, development of 5G telecom 
standards; a wide-ranging water partnership including Ganga 
E U R O P E  E D I T I O N
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Rejuvenation; waste management technologies; as well as 
solar, hybrid and wind energy development initiatives. Most 
recently, the European Investment Bank, with a portfolio 
exceeding €1.7 billion in India, has set up an ofﬁ ce in India 
to ﬁ nance sustainable projects in the infrastructure sectors. 
We believe that these initiatives will have an impact on 
India's ﬂ agship programmes such as Swachh Bharat, Make in 
India, Smart Cities and Digital India as well as on programmes 
for renewable energy and sustainable urbanisation. The 
EU has vast experience in dealing with challenges such as 
infrastructure, climate change, waste management, water 
treatment, and renewable energy; and we are keen to share its 
expertise and experience with India. We also believe that close 
cooperation in these areas provide remarkable opportunities 
for both sides to deepen investment and trade links.  
And where would you like to see more cooperation? 
The European Union and India are natural partners; 
they share fundamental values of democracy and diversity, 
and economic interests; they have robust trade relations 
and face common security challenges. Thus, there are huge 
complementarities between India and the EU. 
Furthermore, the EU and India have expressed their 
common interest and commitment to strengthening their 
cooperation on the world stage, both bilaterally and 
in multilateral forums, on common priorities such as 
multilateralism, climate change, sustainable development, 
free and fair trade, security and defence – notably on maritime 
security – and counterterrorism. 
During your time as Ambassador of the EU to South 
Korea, you were tasked with implementing the EU-South 
Korea Free Trade Agreement. Wouldn’t it be great if you 
could fulfi l that same task in India? What are your thoughts 
on the prospects of the EU-India FTA?
The EU has clearly expressed its commitment to conclude 
an ambitious and comprehensive free trade agreement 
with India. Leaders from both sides also reconﬁ rmed their 
willingness and high interest to continue the process during 
the 13th EU-India summit. Considerable work has already 
been done; and we hope that a common understanding can 
be found for formal negotiations to resume. 
The EU is India's largest foreign investor and number one 
trading partner with two-way trade in goods and services of 
over €100 billion a year. Around 6,000 European companies 
active in India provide over 6 million jobs directly and 
indirectly. Despite these impressive developments, the 
potential for further growth in two-way trade and investment 
is enormous. We believe that a free trade agreement will go 
a long way towards promoting this growth.
What is the EU doing in India in regard to ‘Soft 
Diplomacy’ and facilitating people-to-people contact 
between Indians and Europeans? 
We have strong people-to-people contacts and student 
exchanges through the Erasmus programme. This year, we 
are celebrating the 30th anniversary of Erasmus, which has 
supported the university studies of over 5,000 Indian students 
in the European Union.  
Besides that, we have a number of other projects which 
facilitate people-to-people contact such as the European 
Union Film Festival, and recently, the Indian Diaspora 
project, Back to School – an information and awareness 
programme for school children – and Kinoteka, a film 
screening programme for university students.
At all levels and in all areas, there is great resonance and 
much goodwill between the people of India and Europe.
As you know, this May edition of the Diplomatist has 
a special EU focus in commemoration of Europe Day on 
May 9. Observers from all around the world are wondering 
where Europe is heading. What do you think? 
This year we are celebrating 60 years since the signature of 
the Rome Treaties. In the last six decades, the citizens of our 
Member States have enjoyed unprecedented peace, prosperity 
and security. It can be said that European integration has been 
the most successful peace project in our history; and this has 
been recognised with the awarding of the Nobel Peace Prize 
to the EU in 2012.
The European Union is facing unprecedented challenges, 
both global and domestic including terrorism, growing 
migratory pressures, regional conflicts and economic 
imbalances. However, don’t forget that Europe is home to 
the world’s largest single market and second most widely-
used currency. It is the largest trade power and development 
and humanitarian aid donor. It is increasingly active as 
a global security provider, strengthening its borders, and 
combining national strengths to develop common defence 
capabilities. We have faced challenges before and we have 
invariably emerged stronger and better adapted to a changing 
environment. 
Furthermore, we believe that in a world of re-emerging 
power politics and multiple areas of instability, the European 
Union will have a major role to play. The EU will look to its 
partnership with India to mitigate conﬂ icts, and bring about 
sustainable development. With similar values and converging 
interests, the EU and India, as the two largest democracies 
in the world, are poised to make a signiﬁ cant contribution. ■
Mr Ambassador, thank you for your time and a happy 
Europe Day from all of us at the Diplomatist!
E U R O P E  E D I T I O N
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EUROPE DAY
A DAY TO CELEBRATE OR 
TO CONTEMPLATE?
BY DR B. KRISHNAMURTHY *
E U R O P E  E D I T I O N
In the aftermath of the announcement of the birth of the German empire and the proclamation of William I of Prussia as Kaiser William I of Germany by Bismarck, 
the Iron Chancellor, in the ‘Hall of Mirrors’ of the Versailles 
Palace in early 1871 and the annexation of the Alsace and 
Lorraine provinces, which were in language and culture 
French, with the German empire, it was fashionable for 
most of the leaders of the Third Republic of France to be a 
revanchist, who was determined to retrieve the territory that 
was lost to the enemies earlier. 
When some of the Governments of France displayed 
interest in the colonisation of the East, Tiger Clemenceau, 
then in opposition, decried them for frittering away their 
energies and resources, instead of keeping ‘the powder 
dry for the Germans’. This animosity resulted in the World 
War I which, in turn, caused the World War II. Destruction 
and devastation of Europe at the end of the war convinced 
the European statesmen such as Robert Schuman, the then 
Minister of External Affairs of France and a noted statesman, 
the need ‘to try to achieve peaceful co-existence’ between 
France and Germany, which, as he had announced in the 
French National Assembly in November 1949, ‘have so often 
been at each other's throats.' 
In 1950, the nations of Europe were still struggling to 
overcome the devastation wrought by the cataclysmic war, 
which had ended ﬁ ve years earlier.
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to the resultant ‘Euro Crisis’, which has thrown a challenge 
to the European Union itself. Europe can be built only by 
concrete achievements and by consistent delivery of global 
public goods, to Europe and to the world.  
The Declaration clearly reﬂ ected the European sentiment 
in the post-war period: “War, No More”. Coal and steel were 
at once the key to economic power and the raw materials for 
forging weapons of war. This double role gave them immense 
symbolic signiﬁ cance and power. To pool them across frontiers 
would reduce their ‘malign prestige and turn them instead into 
a guarantee of peace’, Monnet felt. Schuman reﬂ ected on 
this in his declaration thus: “The pooling of coal and steel 
production... will change the destinies of those regions which 
have long been devoted to the manufacture of munitions of 
war, of which they have been the most constant victims.” 
Pooling coal and steel production and placing it under the 
common High Authority, it was believed, would make war 
between the historical rivals France and Germany ‘not 
merely unthinkable, but materially impossible’. Instituting 
a new High Authority, whose decisions would bind France, 
Germany and other member countries, it was expected, would 
lead to the realisation of the ﬁ rst concrete foundation of a 
European federation indispensable to the maintenance of 
peace. It was also felt that such an arrangement would free the 
coal and steel industry from the clutches of the ‘cartels’ and 
would result in the improvement of the economic conditions 
of the member states. 
The Declaration had something to offer to the developing 
world also. Schuman pledged: “This production (of coal and 
steel) will be offered to the world as a whole without distinction 
or exception, with the aim of contributing to raising living 
standards and to promoting peaceful achievements. Europe, 
with new means at her disposal, will be able to pursue the 
realisation of one of her essential tasks: the development of 
the African Continent.” This statement marks not only the 
decisive starting point for European integration, but also of 
the European, especially the French, obligation to achieve 
socio-economic development of the African continent, the 
ﬁ rst draft of the ‘Right to Development’ of 1986. True to the 
sentiments of the founding fathers of the European integration 
E U R O P E  E D I T I O N
The quest of Jean Monnet, the ‘Father of European 
Integration’, for peace and his conﬁ dence in Europe to achieve 
this goal, were phenomenal. “For peace to have a real chance, 
there ﬁ rst must be a Europe” remained his conviction. To be at 
peace, requires more preparation and home work than to be at 
war, he believed earnestly. The power of the idea of Europe as 
projected by Jean Monnet and promoted by Schuman resulted 
in the now famous Schuman Declaration, titled ‘A United 
States of Europe’, which was presented on May 9, 1950, in 
the salon de l’Horloge at the Quai d’ Orsay, the seat of the 
French Ministry of External Affairs and marks the decisive 
starting point for European integration. Schuman became the 
mouthpiece of Monnet - his ideas, words and programmes.  
Some of the sentences of the Declaration are not only 
worth quoting, but also cherishing:
“World peace cannot be safeguarded without the making of 
creative efforts proportionate to the dangers which threaten it.” 
Since, the challengers to peace are more crude, cunning 
and destructive, lovers of peace need to be more innovative, 
creative, and constructive.
Another sentence that catches the attention is:
"Europe will not be made all at once, or according to a 
single plan. It will be built through concrete achievements 
which ﬁ rst create a de facto solidarity."
Monnet’s strategy for the integration of Europe was by 
‘piecemeal’ or ‘step by step’ approach and not by a ‘leap-
forward’, since, the latter may, at times, lead to a ‘leap-
backward’. European integration followed this dictum all-
through. One cautious and conscious step forward, at a time: 
Dividing any programme, for instance, the establishment of 
Common Market, into three stages, and not rushing to the 
second stage, without accomplishing the targets assigned 
to the first stage and with reasonable transition period. 
Introduction of Euro, the single currency, turned out to be 
an exception. It appears that the ambition to do away with 
the ‘dollar dominance’ dictated the course of events that 
resulted in the ‘rush through’. While the criteria for joining the 
‘Eurozone’ were made clear, countries such as Greece were 
allowed to join on cooked up statistics. History is witness 
The Declaration clearly reﬂ ected the European 
sentiment in the post-war period: “War, No More”. Coal 
and steel were at once the key to economic power and 
the raw materials for forging weapons of war
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such as Robert Schuman, the European Community initiated 
relations with the African, Caribbean and Paciﬁ c as well as 
Asian and Latin American countries through Yaoundé and 
Lomé Conventions for the purpose of ﬁ nancing economic 
and social development projects, as part of its Development 
Cooperation Policy and Programme in the years to come.
When the Schuman Plan was offered, the Germans 
accepted it with great enthusiasm and relief, as it would 
end their isolation and would bring them back into the 
international and the European political arena. Proposal that 
Germany should be offered equal treatment could not fail to be 
welcomed since it satisﬁ ed a long-standing German demand 
and made possible the irreversible integration of the Federal 
Republic of Germany into Western Europe. To Italy also the 
Plan did indeed provided with the opportunity to return at 
last to the international scene on an equal footing with those 
countries, which had defeated it in war. Benelux countries 
were particularly convinced on the merits of the political 
objectives of the Schuman declaration, even if they were 
traditionally wary of Franco-German hegemony. Transforming 
and accepting Germany, the hegemon and invader, as a ‘focal’ 
state and the bedrock of the European integration and union 
remains a masterstroke of Monnet-Schuman duo, master 
craftsmen of peace, prosperity and unity. 
On April 18, 1951, the six founding members - France, 
Germany, Italy, Belgium, The Netherlands and Luxemburg 
- signed the Treaty of Paris, which created the European 
Coal and Steel Community - Europe’s ﬁ rst supranational 
Community. The six signatory states afﬁ rmed in a separate 
document that this date represented Europe's birth: "By 
the signature of this Treaty, the participating Parties give 
proof of their determination to create the ﬁ rst supranational 
institution and that thus they are laying the true foundation 
of an organised Europe. This Europe remains open to all 
countries that are free to choose. We profoundly hope that 
other countries will join us in our common endeavour."
The success of the European Coal and Steel Community 
eventually led to the establishment of European Economic 
Community and European Atomic Energy Community, all of 
which, at a later day, merged into the ‘European Community’, 
which became the ﬁ rst pillar of the present day ‘European 
Union’ in the early 1990s. From ‘Little Six’ of the yesteryears, 
the Union has enlarged into ‘Mighty Twenty Eight’, the 
largest trade bloc with more than 500 million population.
However, all is not well with the European Union, at all 
the time. The nationalism, and the tendency that national 
interest is ‘be all and end all’, which Monnet and Schuman 
intended to check through change of mindset, resurges every 
now and then, challenging the unity and putting it in jeopardy. 
Well-intended common policies and programmes suffer due 
to incoherence between member states and the Union, and 
between different policies and institutions. As a result, the 
European Union gets a bad image and suffers from capability-
expectation, preaching-practice and rhetoric-reality gaps.
The European Development Cooperation Policy and 
Programme, its ﬂ agship programme related to the developing 
world, especially suffers from this ‘incoherence’. The 
European Union is accused of its efforts to achieve trade 
enhancement and opening up of Third World market for their 
goods and services in the name of development assistance. 
The Union’s denial of the demand of the developing countries 
for a ‘free and fair’ trade, instead of ﬁ nancial assistance is 
decried. Aid effectiveness and the quality of aid are being 
doubted and questioned. All these make William Easterly to 
wonder ‘Why the West’s efforts to aid the rest have done so 
much ill and so little good’?, and Dambisa Moyo to term it, 
the ‘Dead Aid’. Scholars now accept and acknowledge that 
negative macroeconomic effects of aid such as appreciation 
in the exchange rate undermines exports and makes it harder 
for countries to grow out of poverty. It is pointed out that the 
foreign aid abets the crimes and misrule of the Third World 
military dictators and authoritarian governments, who rob 
their own subjects as well as the funding agencies. It turned 
out to be that the real beneﬁ ciaries of overseas aid have not 
been ‘the world’s poorest people but the Third World tyrants 
and ruling élites, Swiss bankers, European and American 
agribusiness, Paris couturiers, and the aid industry itself.’ 
No wonder that scholars term the European development 
cooperation policy as ‘Brussels' blind spot’, for the lack of 
coherence between the global poverty eradication efforts and 
the European Union's other policies such as the promotion of 
democracy, respect for human rights, rule of law and good 
governance.
The ‘Idea of Europe’ contemplated by Monnet and 
Schuman was inclusive, not leaving anyone or anything, 
not even the developing world, behind. This inclusiveness 
needs to guide the policies and programmes of the European 
Union, if it intends to be true to its Foundation Document - the 
Schuman Plan of May 9, the Europe Day. ■
* The writer is Professor and Head, Centre for European 
Studies, Pondicherry University.
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A DEFINING YEAR 
FOR EUROPE
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Brexit and Trump – two words that will forever deﬁ ne 2016. The results of the Brexit referendum and the presidential election in the US have surprised experts 
and seasoned politicians alike and revealed deep societal 
divisions in Britain and the United States. How exactly Brexit 
and President Trump will affect the course of history remains 
to be seen but nobody will claim that it is just business as 
usual in the world of international affairs.
Like 2016, this year is also in the hands of voters all 
across the world, participating in elections in South Korea, 
Iran, Rwanda, Thailand and other countries. While elections 
are taking place worldwide, this article focuses on Europe, 
as the elections there will signiﬁ cantly affect the future of the 
European Union and the continent at large. 
More EU or EU no more? Although an oversimpliﬁ cation, 
this is essentially the question that voters at Europe’s ballot 
boxes will have to ﬁ nd an answer to. Vocal pro- and anti-EU 
candidates have competed in The Netherlands and France 
and came out ﬁ rst and second respectively in both elections. 
The question on the EU is dominating the political agenda; 
sometimes to a point at which voters wonder what else, 
besides being pro- or anti-EU, candidates – such as recently 
elected French President Emmanuel Macron – actually 
stand for. Let’s take a closer look at some of the recent and 
upcoming contests in Europe.
March 15 – The Netherlands
Would Brexit be followed by Nexit? This question was 
on everyone’s mind in March and few had dared to predict 
the outcome of this election in light of inaccurate projections 
in 2016. The main candidates were the incumbent, Prime 
Minister Mark Rutte and Geert Wilders, leader of the Dutch 
Party for Freedom (PVV). Rutte ran a pro-EU campaign and 
won 33 out of the 150 seats in parliament, making his VVD 
the strongest party while Wilders’ PVV won 20 seats. Rutte 
has deﬁ ned ﬁ ve priority areas to focus on: 
Reducing the tax burden for middle incomes; investing in 
care for the elderly; the switch from fossil fuels to renewable 
energy; improving conditions for employers; and extra 
spending on defence and police. (dutchnews.nl)
This agenda will of course affect Rutte’s coalition-building 
options. The prime minister would like to put together a four-
party coalition government with majorities in both houses. 
Edith Schippers, Health Minister of The Netherlands is tasked 
with the coalition talks and expecting the new government to 
take ofﬁ ce no earlier than July 2017. With 13 parties in the 
lower house, there are many options for Rutte’s VVD. The 
likeliest coalition partners for the VVD would be the Christian 
Democrats, D66 and a fourth party, perhaps GroenLinks. One 
thing seems clear though; Wilders’ PVV will not be part of 
the new government. 
In conclusion: Nexit has been averted and there will 
probably be no major policy shifts, however Rutte’s 
government will likely be tougher on immigration and place 
a higher emphasis on security than in previous years; partly 
to address real issues, partly to reach PVV voters, it seems. 
April 23 – France – Round 1
‘No to Nexit’ was a good omen for the European Union 
in regard to the presidential elections in France. While a 
European Union without the UK is conceivable and will soon 
become reality, an EU without France or Germany, drivers of 
peace and regional integration in Europe, is unthinkable. The 
French election, therefore, was about more than just the new 
President of France; it was about the future of the European 
Union. In the ﬁ rst round of France’s presidential election, 
a total of eleven candidates competed for the top two spots 
to move on to round two. In the two weeks after the ﬁ rst 
round, the two remaining candidates campaigned and voters 
decided on whom to support. They say that in the ﬁ rst round, 
the French vote with their heart and in the second with their 
head, and 2017 was not different. 
François Fillon won the primaries of his party, The 
Republicans. He was Prime Minister of France under 
President Sarkozy and an initial favourite in the election. 
However, allegations of improper payments to family 
members overshadowed his candidacy. The incumbent, 
President Hollande, whose approval rating had plummeted 
to 4 percent in late 2016, decided not to seek re-election, so 
his Socialist Party also held primaries, which Benoît Hamon 
won. As candidates of the two major parties, Fillon and 
Hamon represented the establishment and, under normal 
circumstances, would have been expected to move on to round 
two but instead were only placed third and ﬁ fth in round one. 
Jean-Luc Mélenchon, extreme Left candidate, was placed 
fourth in round one with 19.64 percent ahead of Hamon’s 
6.35 percent, a historic low for the Socialist Party. The two 
outsiders Emmanuel Macron and Marine Le Pen received 
23.75 and 21.53 percent and moved on to the second round.
May 7 – France – Round 2
Macron had previously worked as an investment banker, 
as an economic advisor to President Hollande and later as 
his Minister of the Economy but quit and founded his own 
movement, En Marche, in April 2016. En Marche, according 
to Macron, was neither Left nor Right, which helped him 
position himself as an outsider despite being part of the 
previous, unpopular government. He was able to come out 
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on top in round one and won round two with 66.06 to Le 
Pen’s 33.94 percent after receiving the support of his rivals, 
including The Republicans and the Socialist Party. Frexit was 
averted and Macron will work toward a strong France in a 
strong and more integrated Europe.
However, even after winning two elections, France’s 
legislative election in June will determine how strong his 
government will be. Much of his support, no doubt, was due 
to representing the sole alternative to Le Pen. His movement 
En Marche so far has no seats in parliament but he will need 
a majority there to govern effectively. Macron also has to 
ﬁ nd a way to unite a divided country. A quarter of the French 
electorate did not vote and 11.5 percent of the votes cast were 
void or left blank. Furthermore, Le Pen’s Front National did 
receive the support of a considerable number of French voters, 
particularly in rural regions and Macron will have to address 
their concerns. Macron is an enthusiastic EU proponent but 
he expects signiﬁ cant reform from within. For that, he will 
have to work together closely with Germany, which he will 
visit on 15 May on his ﬁ rst trip abroad as president. Macron 
would like to see more German investment in France and a 
shared Eurozone budget to deepen EU integration but Macron 
knows that none of this will happen on day one, especially 
with a German election coming up in September. 
In conclusion: France will remain a strong member of the 
EU but Macron will, for now, focus on domestic issues such 
as labour market reforms and reducing public spending – and 
ﬁ rst and foremost on the legislative election in June. 
June 8 – UK Snap Election
Just when one thought that things were calming down in 
Britain and as formal Brexit negotiations were about to start, 
PM Theresa May, on 18 April, called a snap election. Her 
Conservative Party was far ahead of the other parties in recent 
polls and, in an opportunistic move, the PM wanted to make 
sure that the distribution of seats in the House of Commons 
reﬂ ected that. There is little doubt about the outcome of this 
election, the only question being how many seats May’s 
party will gain. The PM’s rationale is that strong backing in 
Westminster will give her and therefore Britain a stronger 
position in the Brexit negotiations. Another beneﬁ t of this 
early election is that Britain will not go into election mode by 
the end of the Brexit negotiations in 2019. Instead of holding 
elections in 2020, the new government would be in power 
until 2022. On a personal level, the snap election will also 
give Theresa May, who took over from David Cameron after 
his resignation in the aftermath of the Brexit referendum, a 
personal mandate from the British public. 
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In conclusion: A strong majority in parliament will 
make things easier for the prime minister domestically and 
strengthen her credibility and legitimacy but it will neither 
change the main points of contention between Britain and the 
EU, nor the power balance in the Brexit negotiations. 
September 24 – German Federal Election
The main candidates in the German election are the 
incumbent, Chancellor Merkel of the Christian Democratic 
Union of Germany (CDU) and Martin Schulz of the Social 
Democratic Party of Germany (SPD). The two parties 
currently make up Germany’s coalition government. Merkel 
has won three consecutive federal elections and has been in 
power since 2005. The German electorate will have to decide 
whether it wants continuity or try something ‘new’. Both 
candidates are pro-EU with Merkel in a de-facto leadership 
role of the EU and Schulz, who just stepped down as President 
of the European Parliament to run for the chancellorship.
There has been an initial Schulz-hype but state level 
elections have not reﬂ ected that. The elections in the Saarland, 
Schleswig-Holstein and North-Rhine Westphalia have 
resulted in losses for Schulz’s SPD and gains for Merkel’s 
CDU. The Pirate Party Germany that won 7 to 8 percent in all 
three states in 2012 is now below the 5 percent threshold and 
therefore no longer represented in these state parliaments. The 
right-wing Alternative for Germany (AFD) on the other hand 
has entered all three parliaments, receiving between 6 and 7 
percent of the vote. The CDU is the strongest party in all three 
states but it will have to form coalition governments. These 
may give an indication for which parties are willing to work 
together in the aftermath of the federal election considering 
that a one party-majority there is also highly unlikely. 
In conclusion: There is no danger to German EU 
membership and the right-wing AFD will not be invited to 
join any coalition government, neither on the state level, nor 
on the federal level. CDU and SPD will continue to govern 
Germany for the remainder of their term but must, at the 
same time, show how their positions differ. One positive 
takeaway from the state elections is that voter participation 
has increased in all three states.
Austria – Second snap election?
Sebastian Kurz has had a remarkable career and there are 
no hints of it slowing down. He was named Foreign Minister 
of Austria at 27 and now, three and a half years later, he is 
challenging Chancellor Christian Kern to a snap election. 
Kurz’s conservative Austrian People’s Party (ÖVP) and 
Kern’s Social Democratic Party of Austria (SPÖ) currently 
form a coalition government that Kurz wants to end after 
disagreement and deadlock. Following the resignation 
of former ÖVP leader and Vice-chancellor Reinhold 
Mitterlehner, Kurz has taken over but only after the ÖVP 
leadership agreed to grant him considerable additional powers 
within the party. Kurz, a charismatic young leader, has good 
chances of becoming Austria’s new chancellor. Since he no 
longer wants to work with the SPÖ, he would have to form 
a coalition government with right-wing FPÖ. Kurz is known 
for his tough stance on immigration and might even attract 
enough FPÖ votes to make his ÖVP the strongest party in 
Austria. Regarding the EU, Kurz’s position is that it is “too 
weak at major issues and too dominant in minor segments.” 
One of his priorities here is a stronger common foreign and 
security policy (CFSP). 
In conclusion: The three major Austrian parties are all 
polling at around 28 percent as of 14 May. In regard to their 
party programmes, an ÖVP-FPÖ coalition government seems 
a lot likelier than an SPÖ-FPÖ coalition, so Foreign Minister 
Kurz could soon become Chancellor Kurz. While this might 
make Austria’s government more effective, it would also 
move it further to the right. 
What do the European results and projections mean in 
regard to anti-establishment & anti-EU sentiments?
Pro-EU candidates came out on top in The Netherlands 
and France, the two main candidates in Germany are 
Chancellor Merkel and Martin Schulz, the former President of 
the European Parliament and no major changes are expected 
in Britain. Brexit has not triggered a domino effect as Marine 
Le Pen had hoped but anti-EU parties and anti-EU sentiments 
are not going away and should not be ignored. It is now time 
for the victors, Rutte and Macron, to show that they represent 
all their countrymen and are willing to listen and address the 
concerns of those who feel forgotten or discarded. Elections 
in Italy are expected to take place early next year but a third 
European snap election this year cannot be ruled out. Former 
Italian Prime Minister Matteo Renzi just received 70 percent 
of the vote in his Democratic Party’s leadership elections 
and seems rehabilitated. Renzi, who has resigned after a 
failed referendum on constitutional changes last year, is 
planning to retake the premiership. He too will have to face 
strong opposition from anti-EU, anti-establishment Five Star 
Movement and its leader Beppe Grillo. While Europe has 
voted in favour of the EU in recent elections, what will happen 
in Italy, a country that has been plagued by dire economic 
conditions for many years, remains to be seen. ■
* The writer is Diplomatist Editor
Sources:
bbc.com politico.eu spiegel.de cnbc.com
theatlantic.com dutchnews.nl parlament.gv.at 
reuters.com de.statista.com time.com dw.com
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AN EFFECTIVE CSDP 
FOR EUROPE?
BY DR MAXIME H. A. LARIVÉ *
The question on European defence is as old as the one on economic integration and as controversial as the creation of a ﬁ scal union. In today’s world, the 
European Union (EU) and its 28 member states are facing a 
serious paradox. On the one hand, the European Union and 
its 28 member states are surrounded by serious security crises 
along their borders and peripheries, while on the other hand, 
the decision to deepen security and defence policy integration 
lacks full political support even though calls and proposals 
are being heard all across Europe. 
The Return of Geopolitics – The New Security Realities
Geopolitically, the EU is facing one of its most unstable 
moments since the implosion of the Soviet Union. With 
the collapse of the world’s ﬁ nancial markets, the crisis has 
underscored the ﬁ nancial and economic weaknesses of the 
Union and its member states. With the implementations of the 
austerity measures, defence spending has been cut all across 
Europe. Many EU member states do not even have a fully 
operational national army. In this context of economic crisis, 
the regional and global balance of power shifted. 
At the international level, the United States, then under 
President Obama, sought to pivot to Asia and retrench, 
weakening its security ties with Europe. The American 
retrenchment strategy was accompanied by a call on the 
European NATO members to reinforce the alliance, which 
has yet to happen. Since the election of President Donald 
Trump, the narrative and message from Washington has been 
contradictory. On the campaign trail and in the early days in 
ofﬁ ce, the Trump administration expressed a clear message 
undermining European integration and supporting the 
Brexit decision by the UK. In recent days, the White House 
DEFENDING 
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completely changed the narrative by strongly supporting 
NATO and the European integration process. This abrupt 
shift in narrative, and potentially in strategy, is leaving 
Europeans perplexed about the degree to which Washington 
can be trusted.
Regionally, on the Southern peripheries of the Union, in 
2011, the Arab Spring erupted and led to political transitions 
in many countries in the Middle East and North Africa 
(MENA). The Arab Spring, as unforeseen as the fall of the 
Berlin Wall, set off a series of crises at the doorstep of Europe. 
Egypt, Libya, and Syria saw uprisings that degenerated into 
civil wars, especially in the cases of Tripoli and Damascus. 
The overall regional instability and violence in Syria opened 
a power vacuum that was occupied by the terrorist network of 
the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL). ISIL has, for 
several years now, grown in this context pushing its territories 
from Syria to Iraq and to Libya.
Libya and Syria have become major concerns for the 
Europeans. In 2011, the UK, France and the US, utilised 
United Nation Security Council Resolution (UNSCR) 1973, 
initially seeking to implement a no-ﬂ y zone, to overthrow the 
Libyan Qaddaﬁ  regime. This created a series of problems for 
the Euro-Atlantic allies: ﬁ rst, Libya became a regional power 
vacuum overnight; second, China and Russia felt that the West 
used a UNSCR for regime change undermining their interests; 
third, President Obama felt it was the last time he would be 
drawn into a military operation. Since 2011, Libya remains 
a highly unstable country and an entry point to Europe for 
refugees from the Middle East and Africa. In the case of Syria, 
the civil war has been vicious, forcing millions of Syrians to 
seek refuge in Europe and in the region. The unprecedented 
wave of refugees created a serious political crisis in the EU 
and highlighted the weaknesses of the European policies in 
terms of security, border control (under national control), 
and integration. Europeans remain unwilling to use force in 
order to end the ﬁ ghts.
On the Eastern front, the political manifestations in Kyiv 
during the fall of 2013, following the sudden end to the 
negotiations on the creation of a EU-Ukraine trade agreement, 
have been hijacked by Russia. Moscow saw the European 
economic presence in Ukraine as too threatening to its sphere 
of inﬂ uence that it decided to act by annexing Crimea and then 
sponsoring pro-Russian separatists in Eastern Ukraine. It is 
the ﬁ rst war on the European continent since the wars in the 
Balkans during the 1990s. Apart from economic sanctions, 
the Union and its member states have remained divided on 
alternative options and do not show any desire for more 
assertive policies against Russia. The sanctions and the Minsk 
agreement have not been enough to demonstrate and assert 
European power on the continent.
Attempts to Arm the European Fortress
Ultimately, the European continent is encircled by a series 
of pressing and serious challenges. International and domestic 
terrorism are on the rise, migration from MENA countries is 
increasing, and the consequences of a traditional continental 
war in Ukraine are causing concerns in Eastern EU member 
states. Despite this dire picture, the issue of European security 
and defence has been slowly progressing these last years. 
Aside from the failed attempt in 1954 to create a European 
army, the initiative laid in the 1992 Treaty of Maastricht led 
to the creation of the Common Security and Defence Policy 
(CSDP) at the 1998 bilateral summit in Saint-Malo between 
French President Chirac and British Prime Minister Blair. 
From 1998 to today, the CSDP moved from paper-tiger status 
to reality, with over 35 deployments in Africa, Europe, the 
Middle East and Central Asia. 
A series of Council meetings and treaties played a crucial 
role in the development of the CSDP. There are two types 
of missions under its umbrella; civilian and military. Both 
mandate and source of funding vary depending on the type of 
mission. Civilian missions are ﬁ nanced by the EU budget, or 
‘supranational collective mean’, while military operations are 
funded by individual member states and through the Athena 
mechanism, which is an intergovernmental fund created in 
2004 to cover costs for transportation, infrastructure, lodging, 
fuel and medical services, representing 10 to 15 percent of the 
overall cost of the operation. Since the ﬁ rst mission in 2003, 
member states have deployed a larger number of civilian 
operations than military. These civilian operations, despite 
being part of large missions, tend to have restrictive mandates, 
small budgets and limited human and material capabilities.
Since 2013, there has been a series of proposals and calls 
for European integration in defence and security. They can be 
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grouped into two categories: ﬁ rst, pragmatic burden-sharing; 
second, ‘wishful federalism’. In the category of pragmatic 
burden-sharing, French Defence Minister, Jean-Yves le Drian 
has been the most critical and vocal in calling for better 
distribution and commitment to solving crises by EU member 
states. Since 2011, France has deployed troops in Libya, Mali, 
Central Africa Republic, part of the Sahel, and conducted 
air campaigns over Iraq. Responses by its counterparts have 
been soft at best. The most symbolic commitment was the 
conclusions by the European Council in December 2013 when 
European leaders declared, “defence matters.” 
 The second category entails the recent proposal by 
President of the European Commission, Juncker, calling for 
the creation of a EU army. At the same time, the Belgian 
think tank CEPS published a report, chaired by former High 
Representative Javier Solana, calling for the creation of a 
European Defence Union (EDU), allowing greater strategic, 
institutional, capabilities and resource cooperation in defence. 
These initiatives were perceived as very controversial as 
most EU member states saw in them the revival of an old 
federalist dream.
In the last two years, high-level talks to deepen European 
defence cooperation have increased. This push can be 
explained by the recent events of the Brexit, the election of 
Trump, the Russian threat over the continent, the migration 
crisis and a series of terrorist waves in Europe. In June 2016, 
EU High Representative Mogherini published the latest EU 
Global Strategy, laying out the strategic interests of the EU. 
Months later, the French and German defence ministers called 
for deeper defence ties and military cooperation among EU 
member states. In October 2016, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the European Parliament published a report of the 
European Defence Union. A core point of discussion consists 
of the creation of a Permanent Structured Cooperation body 
(PESCO), independent of NATO. This has been a critical 
point of disagreement among EU member states, with the 
UK seeking to protect NATO, and other member states, like 
France, seeking greater autonomy from the alliance. Brexit 
made it possible for this option to re-emerge. In addition, 
PESCO would allow EU member states to cooperate on 
military matters without requiring a unanimous decision 
from the Council. PESCO would contribute to a multi-speed 
defence cooperation; a ‘coalition of the willing’, as Foreign 
Affairs Committee Chairman Elmar Brok called it.
Pragmatism and Strategic Thinking
So between geopolitical constraints/realities and rhetorical 
movements, what has affected the speed of the integration 
in the realm of defence and security in the EU? Two reasons 
can be identiﬁ ed to explain the EU’s inertia. First, domestic 
politics and the rise of the extremes have resulted in some 
degree of distain and distrust between EU members. The 
economic context of most member states has fuelled the 
extreme, populist parties, and Eurosceptic narratives. In 
France, the Front National is rising and gaining ground on its 
ultra-nationalist and statist claims. In the UK, Prime Minister 
May has inherited from her predecessor the task to exit the 
EU. In addition, she is now campaigning for her re-election 
in a snap-election on June 7, 2017. Second, as Howorth and 
Menon recently demonstrated, the EU and its member states 
are dealing with a case of geostrategic myopia. Such lack of 
strategic thinking and political vision in Europe is affecting 
the 28 national securities and European stability as a whole. 
The EU and its member states ought to demonstrate their 
power by using their armies. France has deployed troops all 
around Africa to advance French and European interests. 
The sanctions against Russia are not enough and Europeans 
must demonstrate to Russia through military power their 
commitments to protecting European security and projecting 
European power.
Where does that leave the Union and its EU-28? The 
creation of a EU army is not the solution considering the 
European context and no European leaders would push for 
such a proposal. Additionally, the creation of a EU army 
would force a philosophical reﬂ ection on national soldiers 
in regard to dying for Europe. Ultimately, the solution is 
dual: ﬁ rst, a clear strategic reﬂ ection on the threats facing 
the Union and its member states adopted by the 28 European 
leaders beyond the 2016 EU Global Strategy. A reﬂ ection 
on the power and interests of the EU without the US/NATO 
security umbrella at its core ought to be designed. The US, 
previously in its retrenching mode, and now transactional 
foreign policy, is illustrating the need for Europeans to work 
on their own defence structures and capabilities. Second, 
a pragmatic burden-sharing on addressing the issues by 
concerned member states under the EU umbrella and 
ﬁ nancing especially after the complete departure of the UK 
from the EU. A division of labour through a distribution of 
the neighbourhoods by member states’ spheres of inﬂ uence, 
more integrated R&D in defence and more integrated burden-
sharing would permit empowering the concerned member 
states while protecting the EU.
This 21st century has been a wake-up call for European 
leaders believing to live in a post-war continent. The EU has 
been an endeavour to eliminate war between EU member 
states and it has been so successful at it that European leaders 
and citizens have to understand that the EU did not eliminate 
war outside of its fortress. Arming the EU through its member 
states is a matter of survival considering internal and external 
challenges. ■
* The writer is Associate Director and Director of 
Graduate Studies at the European Union Center at the 
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign.
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TURKEY – EU RELATIONS 
INDISPENSABLE PARTNERS
Turkey needs Europe, Europe needs Turkey. This sentiment has been echoed for centuries but was, perhaps, never as relevant as it is today. 
The main Turkish vision, even during the Ottoman 
Empire, was to expand to the West. The conquest of 
Constantinople and the following military superiority of the 
Ottoman Empire over Europe started to diminish when the 
Ottomans were stopped at the Gates of Vienna in 1683. The 
period after that till the end of World War I was when the 
Ottomans felt that their diminishing military superiority could 
only be mended by modernising the army and bureaucratic 
structures, which could best be achieved through cooperation 
with the Europeans who went through Enlightenment and the 
Industrial Revolution and reached a level of modernisation 
that was certiﬁ ed by their military empowerment.
The period after World War I is that of the famous 
Turkish War of Independence, which ofﬁ cially ended with 
the Lausanne Treaty in July 1923 where the European 
powers acknowledged the victory of the Turks and the 
equality of Turkey with the other European powers. The 
growing self-conﬁ dence after the victory at the end of the 
War of Independence and the ofﬁ cial Lausanne Treaty were 
crowned with the proclamation of the Turkish Republic on 
29 October 1923. 
Several reforms followed the proclamation of the Republic 
and led to Turkey’s modernisation/Westernisation in the 
spheres of civil law, education, clothing and women’s rights, 
and even to the adoption of the Latin script. While these 
reforms aimed at restructuring Turkish society in a way similar 
to European countries, Turkish foreign policy also started to 
prioritise relations with the West; especially after World War 2 
and after internal restructuring and neutrality phases were over. 
Turkey became a member of the Council of Europe in 
1950 and a member of NATO in 1952. Relations with the 
European Community ofﬁ cially started with the Ankara 
Association Agreement in 1963 and the Additional Protocol 
in 1971, which eventually led to the signing of the Customs 
Union in 1995. 
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Relations between Turkey 
and the European Union took a 
different direction after the Cold 
War. The strategic importance 
of Turkey, which plays a 
huge part in the calculations 
of European leaders and 
necessitates a careful, balanced 
approach towards Turkey, lost 
its importance and the ‘real’ 
problems, which have been 
in the minds of the European 
leaders come to the fore. The 
fact that Turkey has been the 
‘other’ of Europe due to its 
different culture and religion, 
its size, big population and 
economic poverty all started to 
play a huge role in the strategic 
calculations of European 
leaders. 
‘Pacta sunt servanda’ is an 
important motto for European 
leaders. Based on this concept, they had to sign the Customs 
Union which was both an ofﬁ cially planned outcome of the 
Additional Protocol and also a strategy to keep Turkey in the 
closer circle and not push it away too much while preparing 
the newly independent Central and Eastern European 
countries for EU membership. 
The real problem between Turkey and the EU started when 
Turkey wanted equal treatment with the other ‘would-be’ 
members instead of attachment solely through the customs 
union with no possibility of membership. The reluctance of 
the EU towards Turkey became ofﬁ cial at the Luxembourg 
European Council Summit in 1997, when the EU declared the 
Central and Eastern European countries ofﬁ cial candidates, 
while only naming Turkey ‘eligible’ to become a member 
of the EU.
The years between 1997 and 1999 were a period when 
relations only took place at the economic level through the 
customs union and were frozen at the political level because of 
the Turkish government’s protest. Several factors softened the 
attitudes of EU leaders: change in the German government; 
the increasing role of security in the foreign policy priorities 
of the new German chancellor and the other EU leaders; and 
the realisation that the prevention of security threats to Europe 
depends on a Europeanised, stable Turkey. This change of 
attitude and focus culminated in the declaration of Turkey as a 
candidate country at the Helsinki Summit of December 1999. 
To start the negotiation process, Turkey had to fulﬁ l 
the Copenhagen political criteria for membership. This 
necessitated several changes to Turkish laws. Between 
2000-2005 in particular, the 
Turkish government initiated 
several reforms, which made 
huge changes in regard to 
f r eedom o f  exp re s s ion , 
decreasing the military’s power 
in politics and transparency. 
These reforms started during 
a coalition government that 
collapsed under the biggest 
economic crisis in Turkish 
economic history, resulting 
in early elections after which 
the previous coalition parties 
were no longer in parliament 
while the newly founded AKP 
won a majority and became 
the strongest party. The AKP 
government continued the 
major reform process and 
indeed fulﬁ lled the Copenhagen 
polit ical  cri teria and the 
decision to start membership 
negotiations was taken in Brussels in December 2004.
Negotiations started in October 2005 with several 
problems. Turkey had signed the decision to extend the 
Additional Protocol to the 10 new member states of the 
European Union. Because Cyprus was among them it 
issued a declaration, which stated that ‘extension of the 
Additional Protocol will not mean recognising Cyprus as 
a state’. This statement was not welcomed by the EU and 
with the insistence of Cyprus the Council decided to block 
eight negotiation chapters in December 2006. After Nicolas 
Sarkozy became the president of France, he decided to block 
ﬁ ve chapters in 2007 (during the presidency of François 
Hollande the blockage on one chapter was lifted). Cyprus 
Republic also blocked six more chapters in 2009, leading to 
a total of 19 chapters blocked during the process. 
Meanwhile several leaders in the EU such as Germany, 
France and Austria made statements proposing alternatives 
to the idea of full membership; such as privileged partnership 
and mentioned the possibility of a referendum if Turkey 
ever ﬁ nished the negotiation process. This reﬂ ected a certain 
degree of regret regarding the negotiation process with Turkey. 
The blockage of more than half of the negotiation chapters 
along with the statements of the EU leaders started to cause 
a deep mistrust and feeling of betrayal in Turkey; both in 
the government and among the public as well. Therefore 
from 2010 on, relations between Turkey and the EU slowed 
down a great deal. Disappointed by Europe, Turkey turned 
its face more to the Middle East, tried to assume the position 
of a role model for countries, which were passing through a 
The years between 
1997 and 1999 were a 
period when relations 
only took place at 
the economic level 
through the customs 
union and were frozen 
at the political level 
because of the Turkish 
government’s protest
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democratisation period after the Arab Spring. The EU was also 
struggling with its own problems; mainly stemming from the 
2008 economic crisis and its repercussions in the Eurozone. 
Despite several obstacles on the road, there is still one big 
advantage for Turkey regarding its relationship with Europe. 
Turkey becomes an important partner for the EU mainly in 
times of imminent security threats, such as the 1999 Kosovo 
crisis and the reﬂ ection of the Kurdish problem onto the 
European scene and most recently the refugee crisis. 
After several years of slowing down, relations between 
the EU and Turkey were revived again in 2015 when the EU 
started to see Turkey as a reliable resource for saving the 
Europeans from the burden of Syrian refugees who tried to 
reach Europe through Turkey in large numbers. In November 
2015 they started a process, which would guarantee a 
substantial decrease of refugees arriving in Greece and 
promised ﬁ nancial support, visa liberalisation and a restart 
of accession negotiations to Turkey. In March 2016, these 
cornerstones were included in an agreement and the EU 
promised to give Turkish citizens visa free travel rights to 
Europe and continue the negotiation process in return for the 
implementation of the Readmission Agreement by Turkey.
In order to be able to lift the visa requirements, the EU 
listed several criteria that were already formulated in 2013. 
Many of these are technical and Turkey was able to fulﬁ l most 
of them before the summer of 2016. Five criteria remained 
unfulﬁ lled. One in particular proved to be too difﬁ cult to agree 
on: changing Turkey’s anti-terrorism legislation, which had 
a very broad deﬁ nition of terrorism according to European 
standards. The Turkish authorities made it clear they were not 
willing to touch this legislation at a time when the country was 
suffering from terrorist attacks by the Islamic State (IS) and 
the outlawed Kurdish PKK. This unwillingness to amend the 
anti-terror laws only intensiﬁ ed after the July 15 coup d’état 
attempt, which included people who are suspected of being 
involved in the Gülen movement. 
The recommendation given by the European Parliament 
in November 2016 to stop the negotiation process with 
Turkey soured Turkish-EU relations even more. Although 
this recommendation was not backed by a Council decision 
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in December 2016, relations got worse and worse. This 
became particularly evident during the national elections in 
The Netherlands and the Turkish referendum on changing the 
government system in Turkey in March and April 2017 when 
both parties clearly used foreign policy for domestic political 
interests. The growing tension between Turkish authorities 
and German and Dutch authorities inﬂ uenced the Turkish 
voters in these countries as they started getting frustrated 
with the governments that hosted them.
Turkey-EU relations reached one of the lowest levels in 
their history. What can happen from now on depends primarily 
on the pragmatic analyses of both parties. For Europe, Turkey 
is always seen as a source of help especially in times when 
Europe faces serious security threats. It is a fact that the EU 
needs Ankara to safeguard some of its strategic and security 
interests not only regarding refugees but also in terms of 
energy and the general stability of the neighbourhood. 
Besides, a decision to stop negotiating can only be taken 
by unanimity. It is obvious that such a necessary consensus 
among the EU member states does not exist. It may also be 
a disadvantage for the Europeans to exclude Turkey as this 
may harden the integration process of Turks and Muslims 
in Europe and somehow question the fact that the European 
Union is based on fundamental values.
Regarding Turkey, it is not a secret that the Turkish 
president, Erdoğan, lost conﬁ dence in the EU’s sincerity 
as he has witnessed the blocking of several negotiating 
chapters for political reasons and was faced with negative 
statements from several EU leaders. Still, he did not end the 
talks with the EU because he is aware of the fact that the 
economic consequences of such a radical step would be fully 
unbearable, as the ties have become too intense. Erdoğan 
simply cannot afford to take such a big risk at a time when 
the Turkish economy is already facing multiple problems: 
decreasing foreign direct investment (especially from 
Europe), the radical devaluation of the Turkish currency and, 
in general, the loss of trust outside of Turkey in the resilience 
and reliability of the Turkish institutional infrastructure. 
So, Brussels did not end the relationship and, most analysts 
believe, will not do so in the foreseeable future based on the 
mutual interests listed above. What will happen depends on 
the outcome of the following events:
1. Elections in key EU countries where radical, right 
populism is on the rise, such as presidential elections in 
France in April/May, parliamentary elections in France in 
June and parliamentary elections in Germany in September. 
The tension already influenced Dutch-Turkish relations 
negatively before the elections in The Netherlands in March. 
2. Turkey agreed to change its system to a presidential 
one as an outcome of the referendum in April. Some of the 
supporters of Erdoğan are in favour of the death penalty. If 
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the president listens to them and decides to reintroduce the 
death penalty, the EU accession negotiations will be stopped 
immediately and Turkey's Council of Europe membership 
would be jeopardised.
3. A lot depends on the modernisation efforts for the 
Customs Union. In December, the European Commission 
asked the EU member states for a mandate to launch talks with 
Turkey in order to upgrade the existing 20-year old agreement. 
A successful modernisation would bring substantial economic 
beneﬁ ts for both partners by including trade in agricultural 
products, service sectors and the public procurement market. 
It would further strengthen the already strong economic ties 
between Turkey and the EU.
4. Turkey and the EU have to ﬁ nd a way to keep the March 
2016 agreement on refugees going. The most crucial and 
controversial element of that deal is the promise of the EU 
to lift the visa obligations for Turkish citizens if and when 
Turkey fulﬁ ls a long list of conditions, including a change to 
its anti-terror laws. 
So a lot depends on how things will progress on both 
sides. In Europe, things depend signiﬁ cantly on how radical, 
right populist parties and candidates in France and Germany 
will perform at the ballot box. In Turkey, it is unlikely that 
the death penalty will be reintroduced. Turkey can't take the 
risk of a sudden and complex turning away from Europe. 
If economic relations with Europe deteriorate because of 
a reintroduction of the death penalty, a vulnerable Turkish 
economy, which suffered considerably from the consequences 
of terrorist attacks (decline in FDI and tourism) is in danger 
of collapsing; a risk too big to take for President Erdoğan.
So the most probable scenario is that both parties stay 
pragmatic. The Turkish president knows that accession is not 
in Turkey’s cards anymore ─ at least not for the next 10 years 
─ but Turkey needs its European anchor to overcome present 
problems and return to a period of economic stability. From 
a Turkish perspective, an upgraded Customs Union might 
be the best alternative that would, simultaneously, guarantee 
Turkey's economic stability and, when EU membership is not 
on the agenda anymore, would considerably lessen Europe's 
interference in Turkish domestic politics that has irritated 
Erdoğan for many years.
The result of this combination of European and Turkish 
willingness to look for alternatives to full membership without 
losing the European perspective for Turkey might lead to the 
best result for both parties. After all, Turkey and Europe have 
been in a relationship that dates back far and they are just too 
valuable to each other, which makes it difﬁ cult for them to 
give up on one another. ■
The writer is a distinguished expert on EU-Turkey 
relations who wishes to remain anonymous.
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UK’S HARD BREXIT VERSUS 
UNITED EUROPE STANCE
E U R O P E  E D I T I O N
BY DR PIOTR MAREK JAWORSKI *
BRITISH PM THERESA MAY’S LETTER TO DONALD TUSK AND THE EU’S 
GUIDELINES FOR THE BREXIT NEGOTIATIONS CONFRONTED
August 13, 1704 marked the beginning of English involvement in European affairs: having won the Battle of Blenheim, The Kingdom of England 
started to play a major role in the European balance of power. 
Since then, transformed into the United Kingdom, more or 
less successfully, she tried to keep continental Europe in a 
political balance always beneﬁ cial to herself. No matter if 
with France against Germany or the opposite way around, 
her application of game theory was always aimed at the UK’s 
economic and political beneﬁ t. April 29, 2017 could mark the 
end of the successfulness of this strategy: the leaders of the 
EU27 approved their guidelines for the Brexit negotiations. 
The agreement was not only unanimous but also reached in 
a few minutes, which is unusual to occur in both the Union 
and continental Europe at large.
Regarding European affairs, Britain, to some extent, was 
always punching above her economic weight. Since 1850, the 
combined economic power of her main European competitors, 
Germany and France has always been higher in terms of Gross 
Domestic Product (except in 1947). Of course, the revenues 
of the Empire complemented the British GDP but it also had 
its costs. However, Britain skilfully played the game, usually 
siding with one against the other up to the creation of the 
European Community in 1957, when France and Germany 
joined their economic strength and attempted to put aside 
their differences. Since then, Britain has had to play with a 
block that was more or less united but still overwhelming 
her in economic terms. Such a game did not seem beneﬁ cial 
even if the Empire would have been substituted by the special 
relationship with the USA, so, in 1973, she also tried to 
put aside any political differences and joined the European 
Source: Maddison
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary Diplomatist • Vol 5 • Issue 5 • May 2017, Noida • 25
project but Britain’s traditions 
and habits ﬁ nally resulted in the 
June 2016 referendum and the 
decision to go a separate way.
The consequence of the 
referendum was PM Theresa 
May’s letter to the President of 
the European Council, Donald 
Tusk, triggering article 50 and 
formally initiating the divorce 
on 29 March 2017. In this letter, 
the PM also outlined the British 
perspective on the negotiations. 
The main point seems to be a 
strong coupling of economic 
aspects and security. By setting 
the stage in such a manner, she 
tries to underline the trade-off 
between the EU concessions in 
economics and its security. The latter was one of main reasons 
of the European project, which in fact resulted in the longest 
period of European peace in history. Now, security is back 
on the agenda, in a world troubled by terrorism and other 
kinds of extremism.
 The PM is signalling that she is aware that the European 
project is not “pick and mix” so the UK does not seek a 
membership of the single market. She also acknowledges that 
British ﬁ rms operating in the EU after Brexit would do so 
as they would in any other market, observing the local rules 
on which the UK does not have any inﬂ uence. However, the 
tone of the letter suggests that the PM feels forced to such 
an interpretation and would prefer some kind of undeﬁ ned 
special relationship. It would include a Free Trade Area and 
special treatment of network industries as well as ﬁ nancial 
services. Still, she says that UK-EU relations would be 
governed by World Trade Organisation rules in the worst-case 
scenario of a negotiation ﬁ asco.
Another long-term aspect mentioned in the letter is the 
question on UK citizens living in the EU and EU citizens 
residing in Britain. In this case, the PM seems to prefer to 
strike an early separate deal about their rights. Regarding the 
short-term perspective, the PM seems to be keen on decreasing 
uncertainty over economic activity for all involved: the EU, 
the UK and the rest of the world. Last but not least, there is a 
settlement issue: the PM would like to get a “fair settlement 
of the UK’s rights and obligations,” however, the deﬁ nition 
of fairness is not speciﬁ ed further. 
The European Union’s answer followed two days later with 
the publication of President Tusk’s draft guidelines for the 
Brexit negotiations; formally 
approved one month later by 
the EU27 as mentioned earlier 
in the article. The guideline’s 
core principles acknowledged 
and reconfirmed the PM’s 
understanding of the Single 
Market principles, strongly 
reiterating that a sector-by-
sector approach would not 
be possible. This seems to 
eliminate the possibility of 
special deals (postulated by 
the PM in her letter) for car 
industry and ﬁ nancial services, 
which would be of crucial 
importance to these sectors 
and the government. The core 
principles also stress the EU’s 
unity in the negotiations, ruling out any separate negotiations 
with individual member states. This makes sense for the EU 
side, as the UK economic potential by GDP is only a ﬁ fth of 
that of the EU27.
The unity was conﬁ rmed by the aforementioned approval 
of the guidelines. However, we should ask if this unity 
is a facade or if the EU27 countries, especially its largest 
economies [by GDP Purchasing Power Parity], Germany, 
France, Italy, Spain and Poland have learned from the past. 
Their economic strength, compared to the UK, is 3 to 1 but 
their interests may drive them apart. The result could be 
another round of game theory applied by the UK: German, 
French, Italian and Spanish industry could be keen on 
sacriﬁ cing much in the negotiations while Poland is especially 
keen on protecting the rights of her citizens living in Britain. 
The consequence of the 
referendum was PM 
Theresa May’s letter 
to the President of the 
European Council, 
Donald Tusk, triggering 
article 50 and formally 
initiating the divorce on 
29 March 2017
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This could again allow Britain to use the old strategy of 
balancing Europe in order to promote her interests. The 
application of such strategy, as we have seen, was quite 
efﬁ cient in the past and might be informally used towards 
different interest groups now. 
The draft seems to conﬁ rm that the EU is prepared to 
resort to WTO rules in case of a lack of agreement. The harm 
could not be avoided but recalling the economic potential of 
the EU versus the UK standing at 5 to 1, it would be much 
more damaging to the latter. As far as security issues and their 
coupling to the economic questions are concerned, the EU is 
reminding Britain about Gibraltar; this question will remain 
open until Britain and Spain agree on its status. Furthermore, 
the security issues seem to be decoupled from economics 
and subject to separate agreements. However, the Northern 
Ireland issue should be settled in the spirit of the Good Friday 
Agreement, assuring peace in this part of Europe. 
The EU recognises the need for a trade agreement, and 
is ready to work on an FTA but it would be just that and 
not a Single Market or Customs Union. Furthermore, this 
both respect the obligations undertaken before the date 
of withdrawal. The settlement should cover all legal and 
budgetary commitments as well as liabilities, including 
contingent liabilities.” This might be quite a big problem for 
the UK and does not seem like the “fair settlement” the prime 
minister asked for in her letter, especially if the settlement 
really amounted to the €100 billion estimate. It seems that 
this would be the price that the UK has to pay for Free Trade 
Agreement and any transitional arrangements extending the 
term of withdrawal. 
There is, however, a trump card in the PM’s hand. The 
3 million EU citizens living in the UK and their rights are 
important to the EU. The guidelines stress giving reciprocal 
guarantees for both the EU citizens in the UK and the UK 
citizens in Europe after Britain’s withdrawal. The rights of the 
latter are important to the PM but they number only around 
900 thousands. How much of a bargaining card this will turn 
out to be remains to be seen. 
It seems that both sides would like to minimise the 
uncertainty in the process and in the resulting post withdrawal 
status quo. However, except for a few shared concerns, their 
visions appear to be very different. 
Furthermore, the UK, once called “a nation of shopkeepers" 
by Napoleon, cannot blame the EU for its transformation into 
one, using its combined economic advantage in negotiations 
especially as far as the “divorce bill” is concerned. The PM 
may call it “ganging up on Britain” but Europe is only doing 
what is in its best interest and showing that it has learned a 
lot from its Great British neighbour in that regard.
In 1930 Winston Churchill advocated for the United 
States of Europe. However, he insisted that Britain had her 
own dream and her own task. Therefore, Churchill wrote 
that Britain was “with Europe but not of it. We are linked 
but not compromised.” The last men of the British Empire 
strongly believed in its continuation and British strength 
through it. Churchill tried to complement this power with 
the special relations with the USA during and after the 
war. It seems that PM May would like to pursue the same 
strategy; using the US and the Commonwealth links. The 
only problem is that the Commonwealth is not an Empire 
and that the ‘special relationship’ no longer means what it 
once meant. Furthermore, Europe seems to be united for the 
Brexit challenge. This means that no matter how strong the 
rhetoric that PM May uses, it is just that – or even worse: 
living in a parallel universe. In the latter case waking up will 
be extremely painful. ■
* The writer is Programme Leader for MSc in International 
Business Management at The PSB, Singapore and Lecturer 
in Economics at The Business School, Edinburgh Napier 
University, Scotland, United Kingdom.
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agreement is to be negotiated only after the Brexit agreement 
has been ﬁ nalised. In the meantime, during the negotiations, 
Britain is still obliged to honour all her obligations as an EU 
member, which she is until March 2019, including falling 
under the jurisdiction of the European Court of Justice. 
Furthermore, a similar vehicle for settling disputes after the 
divorce should also be established.
The guidelines specify what the settlement of the UK’s 
rights and obligations should look like: instead of vague 
fairness it talks about single ﬁ nancial settlement which 
“should ensure that the Union and the United Kingdom 
Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary Diplomatist • Vol 5 • Issue 5 • May 2017, Noida • 27
WAS BREXIT 
REALLY THE 
ANSWER?
BY MRS SEEMA MALHOTRA *
The debate about how we leave the European Union is going to be key in the next Parliament and has been a new axis of political debate in the UK since the 
referendum was held last June.
The key test for Britain about whether a deal is a good 
one is whether we can leave the EU without negatively 
impacting people’s jobs and livelihoods. Nobody voted to 
make themselves and their families worse off. But they were 
told by Brexit campaigners that we could leave the EU with 
no costs – and indeed with much more returned to allow us to 
spend more on the National Health Service. The Government 
have since voted against committing more to the NHS after 
we leave the European Union in the debate on amendments to 
Article 50 – the mechanism by which we leave the EU. Now 
hard Brexiteers are taking on a new narrative and arguing we 
should leave whatever the cost.  
The election debate has shown again how little people 
felt they really understood about the European Union and the 
implications of leaving. The very real issues of investment 
in our public services, overcrowding in our housing and the 
creation of well-paid secure jobs are still here. These issues 
have been made worse by seven years of deep Government 
cuts to public services at the same time as tax cuts worth 
£18bn from 2015 alone have been given to large corporations.
I personally have argued since last July in a letter to the 
Prime Minister about how we move forward that membership 
of the single market is the best possible economic option for 
British families and businesses – and indeed that we should 
look to EU-wide reform of freedom of movement with greater 
controls for nations that wish it. 
The single market is a market of 500 million customers 
for British goods and services. It’s the best way to promote 
prosperity and protect jobs and living standards for British 
people. The Prime Minister is wrong to rule out staying in 
the Single Market. 
There’s widespread agreement we need to achieve greater 
immigration control. But it’s wrong to say that to get it we 
have to sacriﬁ ce our prosperity. 
I believe it is possible to retain single market membership 
while reforming the immigration system. The system of free 
movement has reformed in the past. It can be reformed in 
the future. 
Theresa May must not have a blank cheque. She and her 
ministers don’t have a monopoly of wisdom. 
In the Select Committee in March we saw just how badly 
prepared the Government are for Brexit. Secretary of State 
David Davis said to me in hearing that the Government has 
done no economic assessment of the impact of their plans in 
their published white paper. 
In the 2015 General Election, May stood on a Conservative 
Manifesto that promised to keep Britain in the European 
Single Market. So did the Labour party – for good reason.  
The EU is the UK’s largest customer – buying almost half 
of what we sell to the rest of the world. In 2014 alone, we 
sold £229bn worth of goods and services to EU countries. 
Single Market and Customs Union are vital to London 
and the whole of Britain. These institutions create the freest 
possible trade with the EU – our biggest trading partner, which 
buys 39 percent of London’s exports. 650,000 London jobs 
depend on trade with Europe, and anything that creates barriers 
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to this trade will mean lower growth and fewer jobs. London, 
and the whole of the United Kingdom, beneﬁ t from being part 
of the EU’s Single Market and Customs Union. Membership 
brings additional trade and investment to create jobs; keeps 
prices down for working families; delivers crucial protections 
to British workers and to our natural environment; and will go 
on exponentially growing and deepening in the years to come. 
There are 430,000 businesses that trade with the EU. 75 
percent of UK businesses that trade goods internationally do 
so with the European Union. Independent analysis shows that 
3.1 to 4 million jobs are linked to trade with the EU – around 
one in ten British jobs. The EU is also the largest source of 
investment for the UK, accounting for 48 percent of the stock 
of Foreign Direct Investment in the UK.
The Single Market is a framework of rules. These rules 
create common standards on the environment, employment 
and consumer protections across Europe. These common 
standards do not just ease trade – they protect workers and 
our environment from exploitation here in Britain. 
The Prime Minister claims that at the end of her 
negotiations with the EU, “no deal is better than a bad deal.” 
We are clear that neither is acceptable.
The European Single Market is unique among global 
trading zones in its depth and sophistication. It does not 
just eliminate the standard barriers to trade, such as tariffs. 
It standardises regulations across Europe, so any British 
business looking to trade abroad need to comply only with 
one European standard, rather than 28 national standards. 
The Government tell us not to worry. They say we can 
leave the Single Market and Customs Union and yet negotiate 
a free trade deal that gives us the “exact same beneﬁ ts.” There 
is not a shred of economic evidence or expert opinion that 
this is possible. Instead, it is clear that any alternative deal 
the Government negotiates will be a distant second best. The 
Treasury itself estimates that quitting the Customs Union 
alone will cause a 4.5 percent hit to UK national wealth. The 
worst outcome of all would be Brexit with no deal – a chaotic 
mess that would erect massive barriers to trade, and close 
London’s international economy off from its global markets.
One of the themes of pro Brexit ministers is that Britain 
can replace EU trade with trade with Commonwealth 
countries including India. This is a false choice. As Professor 
Steve Peers has argued, “the UK does not have to choose 
between trade with the Commonwealth and trade with the 
EU, but can (and increasingly does) have both.” Indeed many 
businesses from India have said to me that one of the reasons 
they invest in Britain is our membership of the EU and the 
beneﬁ ts it brings. 
Peers shows that EU policy has changed in recent years 
to give priority to free trade agreements (FTAs) with outside 
countries. The result of this change in policy is that the EU has 
agreed or is in the process of negotiating free trade agreements 
with the vast majority of Commonwealth states – a full 90 
percent of the 50 Commonwealth countries that are not in 
the EU. This includes the six Commonwealth states that 
accounted (in 2011) for 84 percent of Commonwealth trade 
– and many more besides. UK exports to Commonwealth 
countries have been increasing at over 10 percent a year. 
Since 2004, British exports to India are up 143 percent. The 
UK’s trade with the Commonwealth is less than one-quarter 
of its trade with the EU. To make up for even a 10 percent 
drop in exports to the EU, the UK would have to increase 
exports to the Commonwealth by more than 40 percent. 
The UK can remain a member of the EU and trade with the 
Commonwealth – and this trade will only increase in future 
as FTAs are negotiated. 
The forthcoming election is about more than Brexit. 
It is also about the Conservatives’ record in managing the 
economy over the past seven years. In a strong economy, 
living standards would be rising but they are falling. In a 
strong economy, people would have high skilled well-paid 
jobs. In reality, millions of the new jobs that have been created 
are low-paid and insecure. In a strong economy, we would be 
able to give the NHS the funds it needs to cover rising demand 
from the growing number of older people and the cost of 
new drugs and treatment. But the NHS is being squeezed. In 
a strong economy, we would make sure education was well 
funded but with school budgets being cut, we are forcing head 
teachers to axe staff and raise class sizes.
The economy is shaky because there are fundamental 
weaknesses, which the Conservatives have failed to ﬁ x 
including the productivity gap – we lag behind other 
developed nations by over 20 percent – and we haven't 
invested enough in infrastructure and skills, which are where 
the jobs of the future come from. 
The irony is that whilst many of these issues are apparent, 
our membership of the EU is not the cause. And leaving the 
EU won't be the solution. Much of the state we are in is as 
a result of the political choices made by the Conservatives. 
After 7 years, they leave Britain and its people in a weaker 
place from which to absorb the economic shocks that will 
undoubtedly come as we move forward with the uncertainties 
from Brexit. ■
* The writer was elected Labour and Co-Operative 
Member of Parliament for Feltham and Heston in December 
2011, and re-elected with an enhanced majority in 2015.  Her 
most recent role has been as a member of the Parliamentary 
Select Committee on Exiting the European Union. She is 
currently seeking re-election.
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DELHI 
SHOULD SEIZE 
THE BREXIT 
OPPORTUNITY
BY LORD DOLAR POPAT *
“I want this United Kingdom to emerge from this period 
of change stronger, fairer, more united and more outward-
looking than ever before. I want us to be a secure, prosperous, 
tolerant country – a magnet for international talent and a 
home to the pioneers and innovators who will shape the world 
ahead. I want us to be a truly Global Britain – the best friend 
and neighbour to our European partners, but a country that 
reaches beyond the borders of Europe too. A country that 
goes out into the world to build relationships with old friends 
and new allies alike.”
These were the words of Prime Minister Theresa May 
on 17 January this year. In a landmark address at Lancaster 
House, she set out a new approach – her approach – to how 
Britain will reshape itself in light of last year’s historic Brexit 
referendum. It could help to usher in a new dawn for UK-
India relations, a great strategic partnership to coincide with 
the UK-India year of culture.
It was a bold vision, but a necessary one. The prime 
minister has wisely taken the period since she assumed ofﬁ ce 
to weigh up the competing pressures her country faces and 
chosen the path she believes offers the best solution. 
May’s Challenge 
It is a frightful time to be Britain’s prime minister. 
When one considers the length of the to-do list that Brexit 
necessitates, let alone the list of challenges facing Britain, 
most individuals would wilt under the pressure. 
She has no majority in the House of Lords (Britain’s 
unelected Upper Chamber) and a small majority in the House 
of Commons that – as a recent controversy over National 
Insurance in the budget shows – is reluctant to raise taxes 
and cut spending, despite the deﬁ cit Britain faces. 
There is the constant opportunism of the Scottish National 
Party and their attempts to force independence in Scotland 
into every conversation. Political instability in Northern 
Ireland risks undoing recent progress. Public services like 
the National Health Service, schools and the prison system 
continually threaten to spiral into catastrophe, complete with 
the usual demands for more money. 
That’s before you get to Brexit. The shock 52/48 percent 
referendum result was divisive and is being ruthlessly exploited 
by the Liberal Democrats, Britain’s third political party. 
Conversations – or arguments – over ‘what Brexit means’ 
dominated the latter half of 2016; was it an anti-immigration 
judgement or a desire for a more global Britain? 
Then there’s the Brexit negotiations; undoing forty-years 
of laws and precedents, agreeing ways forward on trade, 
ﬁ nancial commitments, citizenships and security. Negotiating 
with institutions that have had a bad decade – what with the 
Eurozone crisis, migration crisis and now a member state 
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Empire; perhaps because this group 
of 53 nations has drifted aimlessly 
for so long. But the Commonwealth 
is our family; and to me it is a 
constant reminder that, irrespective 
of geography, there is so much that 
unites humanity in common cause. 
These nations are of course 
united by history – both good and 
bad. Most are English-speaking; with 
similar legal systems and most are 
democratic. The Commonwealth has 
been led manfully by Her Majesty 
The Queen without proper political 
support. Now – with Britain leaving 
the EU and with India increasing its 
role on the global stage – it is time 
that we worked together to kick-start 
the Commonwealth. 
We should start with two projects 
where we are united. First and 
foremost, we should make the Commonwealth a trade-
focused body. All countries want to increase trade, but – with 
the commonalities I’ve outlined above – the Commonwealth 
is in a unique position of being able to work together on these 
matters and become champions of free and fair trade for its 
members.
Second, let’s create a Commonwealth Bank. Modelled on 
the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank – which Britain is a 
Founding Member of – this bank could transform economic 
development across the Commonwealth; supporting major 
infrastructure projects and, in an ideal world, lending directly 
to businesses as well. 
In India, Rwanda and Uganda, I’ve seen the huge appetite 
for new infrastructure investment; new roads, rail and energy 
projects are all essential to further economic development. 
Similarly here in Britain our infrastructure is much poorer 
than it should be; our energy supply only just exceeds demand, 
and anyone who regularly travels by car will point to the need 
to invest in roads. 
Infrastructure is a problem for many – if not most – of 
our Commonwealth countries; why don’t we look to create a 
proper solution together? A Commonwealth Bank should be 
championed by India and the UK and would be a great way 
of demonstrating our commitment to the Commonwealth, 
helping all of its members; from the poorest to the richest. 
It will bring the Commonwealth together in shared 
purpose, and it would also be a ﬁ tting tribute to Her Majesty’s 
magnificent leadership if we were to call it the Queen 
Elizabeth Commonwealth Bank in her honour. 
leaving – who may well be driven 
by retribution and the fear of other 
nations following. 
Back to the Future 
My own journey mirrors that of 
many. I voted to remain in the EU, 
but respect the result and believe 
we should make a success of Brexit. 
There is no point dwelling on the 
past or trying to maintain the status 
quo; let us take this opportunity to 
create a new approach that embraces 
Britain’s history whilst recognising 
the world as it is in 2017. I’m 
encouraged by the trade possibilities 
and perhaps just a little relieved 
to be leaving the bureaucratic and 
undemocratic EU. 
Despite her strategic difﬁ culties, 
May has played a blinder. Her strong 
leadership at home has reduced the opposition to dust and she 
has more freedom approaching these negotiations than anyone 
thought possible. By stating clearly that we’re leaving the 
Single Market and quite probably the Customs Union, May 
has also offered an olive branch to our European neighbours 
that we’re going to respect their position and seek to forge 
our own path. 
We are not leaving Europe, the continent that is bound 
together in a geographical formation that brings together centu-
ries of cultural, diplomatic, trade and personal relations. Britain 
is leaving the European Union, a political organisation that is 
younger than I am and which too should be using this oppor-
tunity to examine what its purpose and future path should be.
I’m encouraged by the prime minister’s statement of 
intent. A more outward-looking country than ever before is 
precisely the sort of ambition many of us want to see. For 
those of us who are ashamed at the way Britain abandoned 
our Commonwealth Family – including India – in favour of 
the EU in 1973, Britain is now heading back to the future.
The Commonwealth 
Having been born in Uganda with Indian parents and 
moving to the UK when I was 17, it is not difficult to 
appreciate why I am fond of the Commonwealth. My fellow 
Conservative Peer Lord Howell often states that – for Britain 
– America are our allies, Europe our neighbours, but the 
Commonwealth is our family. 
It has become unfashionable to speak positively of the 
Commonwealth – perhaps because of the reminders of 
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The UK and India 
Alongside our possible multilateral efforts, there also 
remains the bilateral relationship between the UK and India 
to consider. 
On ﬁ rst glance, this may seem particularly one-sided. 
India dwarfs Britain in terms of size and population. 
Economic growth is powering on in India, and Modi has 
successfully navigated the demonetization and General Sales 
Tax initiatives with aplomb. As the recent elections in Uttar 
Pradesh show, Modi – like India – is strong; why would they 
waste time on building relations with Britain? 
The simple answer is the synergy between where 
Britain’s expertise lies and the areas of the economy that 
India would like to develop. India’s infrastructure, banking 
and other ﬁ nancial services, digital and education sectors are 
all relatively under-developed and in some cases inefﬁ cient. 
Outside investment and expertise will be needed; the 
question will be which partner – or partners – India wants 
to work with. 
Britain is home to a huge Indian Diaspora as well as 
considerable amounts of Indian Foreign Direct Investment. 
We are also the world’s ﬁ fth largest economy, and the country 
with the second largest soft power in the world. British 
culture – from ﬁ lms and music to education – continues to 
enrich India just as much as Indian culture enhances Britain. 
It would make considerable sense for India and the UK to 
work in partnership. 
Britain has perhaps the most developed ﬁ nancial and 
professional services industries in the world. We uphold 
the highest standards in our practices and – quite rightly – 
corruption and bribery is illegal. For Prime Minister Modi, 
given all the reforms he has undertaken – and the risks 
involved – those are exactly the sort of characteristics he’d 
look for in a partner. 
However the path to this partnership goes through one 
of the most contentious issues of the referendum campaign, 
namely immigration. The Indian Government is keen for 
Britain’s visa rules to be eased, particularly for students and 
those working as digital entrepreneurs. Theresa May – who, 
in her previous role as Home Secretary, was known to be 
ﬁ ercely in favour of reducing immigration into Britain – does 
not have a huge amount of room in which to manoeuvre. 
And yet, I believe compromise and collaboration is 
possible. Prime Minister May is principled but she also knows 
how and when to compromise or change tack. It is worth 
considering that she was a remain-voter herself; and yet she 
is now overwhelmingly trusted to deliver Brexit by its most 
hard-core supporters. If you read the quote at the beginning of 
the piece again, you begin to see a crucial phrase: ‘a magnet 
for international talent’…
Prime Minister May’s ﬁ rst trade mission was to India. 
Recently the Chancellor Philip Hammond visited as well. 
She knows the importance of the UK-India relationship, and 
similarly – having spoken to many senior Indian politicians – 
they know that the UK is the best-placed partner for the next 
wave of economic reforms and liberalisation. 
The Next Steps
So as the Brexit negotiations begin in earnest we begin to 
see Britain evolving into this outward-looking nation. It is not 
a coincidence that, whilst appointing her ﬁ rst Cabinet, Prime 
Minister May created two new government departments; 
the Department for Exiting the European Union, and the 
Department for International Trade. 
They are, in many ways, Britain’s history and future 
alongside one another. The ﬁ rst is to disentangle us from a 
political project with our nearest neighbours that failed to 
capture the affections of the British people. 
The second is about our future; about relations with the 
Commonwealth, with India and with many other nations 
beyond our home continent. It is driven by a desire to be 
an outward-looking nation; and it has certainly caught the 
attention of the leaders in Delhi. ■
* Lord Dolar Popat is a Conservative Peer and Party 
Whip in the House of Lords and the Prime Minister’s Trade 
Envoy to Uganda and Rwanda.
Disclaimer: This article was written before the 
announcement of the 2017 General Election.
Britain is home to a huge Indian Diaspora as well as 
considerable amounts of Indian Foreign Direct Investment. 
We are also the world’s ﬁ fth largest economy, and the 
country with the second largest soft power in the world.
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BALANCING DEFENCE 
AND DIPLOMACY
BY DR. SARIKA DUBEY
THE US PRESIDENT'S 
GLOBAL CHALLENGE
The United States of America has entered into a new era after having Donald Trump as its 45th President. Trump, basically a businessman, is a very 
prominent ﬁ gure in US media. He is a 70-year-old billionaire 
businessman and reality TV star who became the ﬁ rst person 
to ever be elected president without any prior military or 
governmental experience. 
In the inauguration of Donald Trump as the 45th president 
of the United States held in Washington for D.C, the ofﬁ cial 
theme of the event was "Uniquely American". He laid out a 
clear vision of his "America First" foreign policy, which is 
based on true realism. 
He outlined no strategy but reiterated "America First will 
be the major and overriding theme of my administration.” 
Explaining it brieﬂ y, he further stated, "My foreign policy 
will always put the interests of the American people and 
American security above all else". 
Since he took over as president on January 20, Trump 
has unleashed a blizzard of decisions that have ﬂ ustered not 
just the US but also the world. He cancelled Obama care, 
the health Insurance policy given by former President Barak 
Obama. He trashed the Trans-Paciﬁ c Partnerships (TPP) a 
major policy which was touted as a game changer by Obama 
but described as a "bed deal" by President Trump. 
He then signed an executive order banning travellers 
and refugees from seven Muslim majority countries “to 
keep bad dudes out", which is also challenged in USA and it 
has put Trump under great criticism. Again his government 
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is preparing to make major restrictions on HI-B visas that 
currently facilitate an annual migration of close to 50,000 
Indian workers, mostly IT techies.   
Major Policy Initiatives
President Trump is very much clear towards his policy 
on both front domestic as well as international. He writes 
in his book ‘The Art of the Deal’ that “I also protect myself 
by being ﬂ exible. I never get too attached to one deal or one 
approach. For starters, I keep a lot of balls in the air, because 
most deals fall out. No matter how promising they seem at 
ﬁ rst. In addition, once I have made a deal, I always come 
up with at least half a dozen approaches to making it work, 
because anything can happen, even to the best laid plans.” His 
election manifesto clearly speaks about his policy initiatives 
which had to be taken after assuming the ofﬁ ce: 
1. It has outlined a new American dream and vision which 
is oriented towards more protectionist trade regime in place 
of free market and given it the slogan "Buy American, Hire 
American'' to secure and create more jobs for their own 
American people.
2. Focused on Rebuilding American infrastructure so that 
to maintain beauty and glory of the country. It is also said by 
President Trump that "the world is dumping its problems on 
America, so to keep bad dudes out I'll build the great wall 
of Mexico on our southern border and will make free our 
boundary from the illegal migrants." 
3. It is also of highest priority for Trump's administration 
to beat Islamic Terrorism and remove ISIS to the last end, 
because terrorism is the greatest threat to the country.
4. Trump also promised spending more on defence to 
maintain America "The strongest Nation in the world he 
said "our military dominance must be unquestioned". He 
also promised that he would boost the United States defence 
budget by $54 billion. 
5. The US president is likely to signiﬁ cantly disengage 
America's involvement in international affairs because Trump 
believes why US should do anything for nations unless they 
pay for it. His policy puts national interest on the top. He said, 
“My job is not to represent the world. My job is to represent 
the United States and I am the Leader of the free world no 
more.” Similar sounds come when he said to NATO that 
paying 73 percent of the cost of NATO alone, that it was a 
lot of money to protect other people.
Shivshankar Menon, former national security adviser 
predicts "Trump is not going to run the international system the 
way we are used to. Now there will be much more protectionism 
and uncertainty. Trump has already said "My foreign Policy will 
always put the interests of the American people and security 
ﬁ rst we won't spend to make others happy. We cannot be the 
policeman of the world. We can't protect countries all over the 
world where they are not paying us what we need."
No doubt, that this type of foreign policy is driven by 
opportunism and it makes the nation more unpredictable. The 
retired navy admiral, James Stavridis who served as NATO's 
top commander in Europe from 2009 to 2013 said "No one 
wants an unpredictable ally. It sounds like Isolationism".  
Change in Style
Many argue that American foreign policy is dictated 
by consistent factors such as the size of its military and 
its importance to the global economy. Basically it is the 
personality of the leadership, which plays important role in 
the formulation and implementation of US foreign policy. 
Jimmy Carter's foreign policy focused on human rights 
whereas George W. Bush's democracy promotion or Barak 
Obama's cautious pragmatism. Hillary Clinton campaigned 
on a promise, largely, of extending Barak Obama's legacy 
while Trump’s Card is "Peace through strength" and to 
reverse domestic reforms. Where Obama's preference was 
multilaterism and strategic patience but Trump offered 
Americans a return to a more muscular foreign Policy – 
crushing ISIS, balancing China and engaging Russia. It 
is challenging to balance and control all global affairs for 
president Trump a neophyte in foreign policy and national 
security issues. In his address to the joint session of the US 
Congress on March 1, Trump appealed for support from 
both sides of the aisles, and refused to back down on his 
divisive domestic agenda. It is 'Bipartisan' which has been the 
approach of American foreign policy since the outset of the 
Cold War. In 1947, Republican Senator Arthur Vandenburg 
the chairman of the foreign relations committee provided 
key support to democratic president H.S. Truman facing 
with the Soviet Threat, he suggested that "Politics stopped 
at the water's edge." which had become a common mantra. 
In the case of the Vietnam War and Wars in Afghanistan and 
Iraq, democrats and republicans owning different views on 
the issues but Americans were united in initially supporting 
the wars.
Challenges Ahead
The concept of the stable globe is just an imaginary 
situation. Many more disturbances can be seen at every time 
throughout the world. There are so many challenges panning 
the globe from the Middle East through East Asia, which has 
to be dealt with, with great care. President Donald J. Trump 
has inherited a number of foreign policy challenges, which 
include: 
Syria: Syria got indulged into the civil war in the spring 
of 2011, when the large scale demonstrations against the state 
broke out. Their demands were not uniﬁ ed. Some of them 
demanded for more democratic governance while the rest 
wanted to overthrow the state and replace it with a sectarian 
Sunni Islamic State.
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S y r i a n  g o v e r n m e n t 
was supporting Palestinian 
resistance so became a thorn 
on the side of the settler state 
of Israel. The problem has 
intensiﬁ ed when Russia started 
intervening directly in the 
Syrian Crisis.
Now i t  has become a 
multilateral conflict. As of 
January 2017 the government 
held 34 percent of Syria and 
65.5 percent of the population; 
Islamic state of the Iraq and 
the Levant (ISIL) held territory 
constituted 33 percent of 
Syria and 9.5 percent of the 
population; 20 percent land 
controlled by the SDF having 
12.5 percent population and 
the remaining 13 percent held 
by rebel groups including Al-
Nusra front with 12.5 of the population Russia and Iran are 
supporting Asad's government in Syria while Unites States, 
France and Saudi Arebia are supporting Syrian opposition. 
After the recent chemical attack on rebellions, the situation 
has become worst. More than 250,000 Syrians have lost their 
lives in four and-a-half years of armed conﬂ ict, Islamic State 
Proclaimed the creation of caliphate in June 2014. After this 
in September 2014, a US-led coalition launched air strike 
inside Syria to destroy IS. 
Russia began an air campaign targeting terrorists in Syria a 
year later to destroy IS but opposition activists say its strikes 
have mostly killed western-backed rebels and civilians. Now 
the two big countries are standing in front of each other. So 
it's a big challenge for President Trump to handle the Syrian 
Crisis without disturbing their relations with Russia and 
protect American Interests as well. 
Russia: Trump comes to ofﬁ ce at a time when US-Russian 
relations are at their lowest point since the Cold War. There are 
so many issues that made the relationship worst among two 
countries such as Russia's annexation of Crimea and military 
incursions into eastern Ukraine, hacking during the 2016 
Presidential election and backing Syrian dictator Bashar Asad, 
and Russia's brutal aerial bombing campaign to assist his efforts. 
Russian hacking was deeply criticised by the US 
government as it posed severe security threats to the 
components of the US government, infrastructure, defence 
technology, and many other government operations that rely 
heavily on cyber technology. 
Russia's military intervention inside Syria has effectively 
set up a proxy war with the US, which has been intensiﬁ ed 
after the chemical gas attack in 
Syria. The White House accused 
Russia for "Cover up" of Syria's 
chemical attack on its own 
citizens. Russia again vetoed 
a UN resolution which was 
demanding deep investigation 
regarding Syria's chemical 
weapons. In the aftermath of 
this situation, President Trump 
ordered a cruise missile strike 
against Syria that created deep 
confrontation among the two 
nations. 
Now it is a big challenge for 
President Trump to make better 
relationship with Russia under 
such circumstances Though we 
have seen a good tuning before 
pre-election statements of both 
leaders as Putin called Trump a 
brilliant leader and Trump said 
"If we got along well, that would be good" and calling him 
very smart. Yet time will tell about all of that but it is true the 
US would beneﬁ t from a friendlier relationship with Russia. 
China: One of President Trump's biggest challenges is 
to manage relations with China. American President Richard 
Nixon laid down three strategies when it came to China First, 
engage the Chinese diplomatically and draw them away from 
Russia. Second, do all that which can encourage the middle 
class growth in China because only these people can demand 
democratic reforms. And third, constrain China's growth as a 
regional military power by making alliances with other Asian 
powers. President Obama did follow all three but Trump has 
a slightly different approach towards China. 
In his book “Time to get Tough” Trump said, “Chinese 
leaders are not our friends. I have been criticised for calling 
them our enemy. But what else do you call the people who 
are destroying your children's future? To my mind, that's an 
enemy. They are bankrupting our nation, stealing our jobs, 
undermining our currency. If we are going to make American 
number one again, we've got to have a president who knows 
how to get tough with China.”
He has called China a currency manipulator and discussed 
introducing new trade barriers against Chinese imports. 
Basically President Trump faces three potential threats from 
China. First, economic perspective in which two countries 
traded more than $650 billion worth of goods in 2015 that 
making China the US's second largest trading partner. 
This cloud set off a trade war among them. Second, after 
winning the election, Trump has questioned America's One 
China Policy. And Third, Trump will need to decide how 
One of President 
Trump's biggest 
challenges is to manage 
relations with China. 
American President 
Richard Nixon laid 
down three strategies 
when it came to China 
First, engage the 
Chinese diplomatically 
and draw them away 
from Russia
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to confront China's militarisation of disputed islands in the 
South China Sea and its claim to Islands in the East China 
Sea. Chinese state media also responded by saying the 
Trump administration risks "Large scale war" if it attempts 
to intervene. 
Terrorism: The US approach to ﬁ ghting it will be strong 
under a Trump administration. Beating Islamic terrorism will 
be the Trump's administrations' "highest priority", implying 
that terrorism is the greatest threat to the country. 
In a strong message to terrorists President Trump said, “We 
will ﬁ nd you; we will destroy you; and we will win.” He again 
said that we would ﬁ ght against terrorism till the last end. 
Before winning the elections, he said if he wins the 
election he will temporarily suspend immigration from any 
place where adequate screening cannot be performed. After 
assuming office, Trump then signed an executive order 
banning travellers and refugees from seven Muslim Majority 
countries. 
North Korea: In September 2016, North Korea conducted 
a nuclear test for the ﬁ rst time since 2006 that caused an 
earthquake reported to be 5.1 magnitudes on the Rector 
Scale. It was the country's second nuclear test this year. 
The United States is now more concerned than ever before 
because North Korea is closer to its goal of miniaturising a 
nuclear weapon that can be replaced on long range missile 
that could destabilise the region and the world. The US and 
North Korea have virtually no diplomatic relations so US is 
not able to negotiate an agreement on nuclear issues. 
China is considered the only global power to handle 
this situation better. Though China's Foreign Ministry has 
criticised the nuclear tests and urged international dialogue 
over the issue, Trump's spokesman said that if Trump is 
elected, North Korea will know the Americans "aren't messing 
around". To stop nuclear arm race it is important for Trump’s 
administration to handle such issues with great care. 
Balancing Defence and Diplomacy
It's also a very big challenge for President Trump to 
balance defence and diplomacy. Trump has said he will 
boost the 'United States' defence budget by $54 billion. But 
does this have to be at the expense of the country's current 
commitments to diplomacy and "Soft Power"? It is obvious 
that diplomacy is always better than war and conﬂ ict. 
In 1945, Prime Minister Winston Churchill said, “To jaw-
jaw is always better than to war-war." Trump has already said, 
“I am the leader of the free world no more.” We can't play the 
role of global policeman: The current US Defence Secretary 
James Matti said, “Many of the crises the nation faces don't 
have military solutions alone.” 
So it is important to have deep insight over all such issues 
that would help to balance among defence and diplomacy. 
Trump administration should analyse then come to the 
conclusion which requires more Defence or Diplomacy?
All above mentioned issues are the most challenging 
issues for the Trump administration to maintain global peace 
and security but in spite of all these, problems of climate 
change, relations with Iran, Increasing hate crime in America, 
disputes over South China Sea and Chinese inﬂ uence are also 
major issues which have to be handled with great care. ■
* The writer is Associate Professor at Department of 
Political Science, M.G. P.G. College, Fatehpur (UP).
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NEW WORLD ORDER
TRIUMVIRATE
US-CHINA-JAPAN
BY ERIC WALBERG *
Watching the most recent Hollywood blockbuster, The Martian, I was struck by the political subtext. The great pioneer of outer space was the Soviet 
Union, and in those days, Hollywood followed the spirit of 
detente and cooperation in space with such uplifting ﬁ lms as 
Space Odyssey 2010 and the TV series Star Trek. Now the 
hostile Cold War has returned, and Hollywood mirrors this 
in what is otherwise a rather ordinary adventure ﬁ lm. The 
startling plot device is to point to China as the new partner 
in space, leaving the Russians pointedly out of the equation. 
Just imagining a Hollywood nod to Russia— the pioneer of 
outer space exploration and goodwill —is impossible given 
the crisis in international relations today.
Hollywood is a barometer for changing political weather 
conditions. Of course, the Muslim terrorist is the usual trope. 
This new embrace of China will make The Martian a hit in 
Beijing. At a time when world trade relations are in deep 
trouble, and we are on high alert to the possibility of a hot 
war breaking out, we can see this sea change in US foreign 
relations, where China is now the implied US friend in the 
world and Russia the enemy. This is a moment for India to 
ponder where she stands. 
In the past, the Soviet Union was India's reliable partner, 
and suffered US hostility for her peaceful, nonaligned 
policy. When the Soviet Union collapsed, India adjusted, 
maintaining good relations with Russia and at the same time 
striving for good relations with the world hegemon. But the 
world hegemon has its own interests, and so far, India is not 
a priority. Because of the mess the US created in Afghanistan, 
Pakistan takes precedence over India diplomatically, and now 
China is catching up, with its formidable economic might 
and lack of a world hegemonic agenda making it attractive. 
Its regional ambitions are of some concern, including for 
India, which makes the surprisingly high proﬁ le of Japan so 
far under Trump cause for some serious thought. Japanese 
Prime Minister Shinzo Abe has already visited the US--
and Trump--three times. After meeting with Trump at his 
residence at Trump Tower, Abe stated: “Alliances cannot 
function without trust. I am now conﬁ dent that president-elect 
Trump is a trustworthy leader.” 
In December 2016, PM Abe joined President Barack 
Obama in a ceremony at Pearl Harbour, where he characterised 
the US-Japan alliance as an “alliance of hope”. On Abe’s third 
visit, in February 2017, he stated that “the cornerstone of peace 
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and prosperity in the Asia-Pacifc 
is the strong Japan-US alliance,” 
and that he and President Trump 
“will work together to further 
strengthen our alliance.” During 
Prime Minister Abe’s February 
2017 visit to the White House, 
he extended a formal invitation 
to President Trump and Vice 
President Pence to visit Japan. 
'Threats' to Japan
Why this ﬂ urry of interest in 
Japan? During Abe’s third visit, 
North Korea test-ﬁ red a ballistic 
missile, which western media pointed out landed in waters 
near Japan, leading western analysts to whip up fear that North 
Korea might drop a bomb on Japan. About three weeks later, 
North Korea ﬁ red four ballistic missiles, three of which landed 
in Japan’s Exclusive Economic Zone. It could be pointed out 
that North Korea has every right to test its weapons, that it 
doesn't really have much choice about where to test them, 
nor is it party to Japan's 'exclusive economic zone' on the 
high seas. More important, it has never threatened war with 
Japan or anyone else.
This is the scarecrow threat to Japan, which is convenient 
for US warmongering. The other supposed challenges in the 
region involves China’s long standing claims on Senkaku 
Islands (known in Chinese as Diaoyu) in the East China Sea, 
and Russia's possession of certain Kuril Islands, which it was 
awarded at the end of WWII.
Both North Korea and Russia have legitimate claims 
for respect from their neighbours. Both are seen as hostile 
aggressors in the western media, though neither has any 
expansionist plans. Both North Korea and Russia are treated 
as enemies for purely US geopolitical reasons. China also is 
in need of containment. That makes Japan the best option for 
any alliance to keep US rivals in line. At the same time, the 
US smile directed at China suggests that there is room for 
accommodation of China, faced 
as the US is with more stubborn 
rivals like Russia and North 
Korea, as the least bad of the lot, 
and given its power, thus better as 
an ally than a foe. 
This complicated America pas 
de trois is fascinating to watch, 
but for India, is unsettling. So far, 
there is little interest in the US in 
making India a stronger player in 
the world or even the region. It 
is not strategically important for 
the 'great game' players. But that 
is really much better for India in 
the long run. Being a close ally of the US is fraught with 
problems. As I pointed out in "India-US Bilateral Trade 
Treaty: The Time is Now" (published in the Diplomatist 
April 2017), the US is a thorny partner at best. With friends 
like these:
• Western companies want Foreign Investment Promotion 
and Protection Agreements, which puts state legal powers 
in the hands of 'independent' international arbitration 
committees, and which India is reluctant to accept.
• The US is not a reliable supplier of military hardware, 
[and] liable to change its mind.
• The US is traditionally insensitive to other nations, 
demanding compliance with US foreign policy interests, 
which puts India in their sights on Iran sanctions. The 
proposed Iran-Pakistan-India pipeline would help reduce 
India-Pakistan tensions, and would beneﬁ t all three countries, 
but is opposed by the US. 
• The US also has less clout these days. Obama approved 
India's bid to join the UN Security Council as a permanent 
member, but China effectively vetoed it. 
Trump's mistaken dismissal of global warming, his 
enthusiasm for coal, means that Trump's US is by no means 
a model for India to follow.
Though US politicians grumble about China as a 
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geopolitical threat, the ﬁ rst stop of US presidents is Beijing. 
Before his day in New Delhi in 2010, Obama made a 4-day 
visit to China in 2009, calling Beijing the key to "peace, 
stability and development in south Asia". Chinese president 
Xi Jinping visited the US in April 2017, and Trump accepted 
his invitation to pay a state visit to China later this year.  So 
far India is not included in this budding friendship. The reality 
of world geopolitics means that China is more important to 
the US than India, as a potential ally against Russia, and as 
a creditor. 
Japan next Nuclear Power?
The US effectively still occupies Japan, with 50,000 US 
troops, free access for its navy, and Japan's payment of $2 
billion a year for the privilege of this 'security' arrangement. 
India can be grateful that it has never been so intimately tied 
to the US. Better (truly) safe, than sorry. The trick is to avoid 
produce nuclear weapons, it has been argued Japan has the 
technology, raw materials, and the capital to produce nuclear 
weapons within one year if necessary, and many analysts 
consider it a de facto nuclear state.  In 2011, former Minister 
of Defense Shigeru Ishiba explicitly backed the idea of Japan 
maintaining the capability of nuclear latency: "I don't think 
Japan needs to possess nuclear weapons, but it's important 
to maintain our commercial reactors because it would allow 
us to produce a nuclear warhead in a short amount of time ... 
It's a tacit nuclear deterrent". 
In 2016, during the election campaign, Trump told a 
town hall meeting chaired by CNN's Anderson Cooper, that 
it was time to reconsider the policy of not allowing Japan to 
arm itself with nuclear weapons. He told Mike Wallace in 
June 2016 Japan would in fact be "better off if they defend 
themselves from North Korea, including with nukes."
Trump was elected based on his promise to strengthen 
the US economy. China and the United States are Japan’s top 
export markets, each over $100 billion in recent years.  Ergo, 
make friends with both, even though they both are difﬁ cult 
for Japan to swallow. International politics make strange 
bedfellows. This new unlikely triumvirate ruling the world is 
a chilling spectacle, not only for India. Trump's other major 
electoral promise was to pursue a more isolationist, peaceful 
foreign policy. On both counts so far, the results have been 
disappointing, even alarming.
This is a crucial moment for India. It must play a mature 
role to counter US warmongering, based on its tradition of 
promoting world peace. While India does not object to the 
US pursuing friendly cooperation with its neighbours China 
and Pakistan, it must not be at the expense of India. Neither 
is ﬂ irting with the creation of another nuclear armed state in 
anyone's interests. Both India and Pakistan rufﬂ ed US feathers 
with their nuclear arms, but the idea of letting Japan join the 
'club', presumably to threaten North Korea and to keep China 
'in check', is irresponsible. 
The fact that India is left out of all this is not something 
to bemoan. Just as Russia is slighted even in Hollywood, 
India too is left out in the cold. Bilateral trade treaties, yes, 
but, given the craven nature of the current 'great game', it is 
much better in terms of genuine security to be self-reliant, and 
friendly to all nations, than to be making military alliances 
where there is no need. It was this penchant for cynical 
alliances that precipitated WWI. Alliances demand an enemy, 
and then demand action against that perceived enemy. India 
is better off sticking with the UN, with the only peaceful 
alliance going. ■
* Eric Walberg is a Canadian writer and journalist, 
specialising in the Middle East, Central Asia and Russia 
(www.ericwalberg.com).
offending the beast, and quietly pursue good relations with 
all countries, including Iran, Russia, and even North Korea. 
Friends are less likely to cause problems than enemies.
Commander of US Paciﬁ c Command Harry Harris listed 
Japan ﬁ rst among ﬁ ve US allies in the Asia Paciﬁ c, and 
added that Japan’s 2015 defence legislation, which authorized 
limited collective self-defence, would “signiﬁ cantly increase 
Japan’s ability to contribute to peace and security.” The US-
Japan alliance forms the foundation for the “rebalance to Asia” 
strategy ﬁ rst announced during the Obama administration. 
While there are currently no known plans in Japan to 
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INDIA-GERMANY 
AN UNWAVERING BOND ALBEIT WITH 
THE OCCASIONAL HICCUP
BY PRIYA SINGH *
From a Chequered Past to a Steady Present
India and Germany have enjoyed cultural and economic 
ties that can be traced back centuries. Both countries had to 
contend with partition and carve a new political identity for 
themselves in its aftermath. Jawaharlal Nehru, in March 1947 
observed India could not be apathetic to Germany’s future 
with the suggestion that Germany should be reunited in the 
future. On gaining independence and becoming a republic, 
India put an end to the ‘state of war’ status with Germany and 
diplomatically recognised the Federal Republic of Germany 
after the end of the Second World War in 1945. She was 
among the ﬁ rst few nations to do so and at the same time 
did not claim war reparations from Germany despite the fact 
that a sizeable number of Indian soldiers serving the British 
Indian army had died while ﬁ ghting against the Axis powers. 
A military mission was established in Berlin in 1948 which 
was transformed into an embassy in 1952. India’s ﬁ rst prime 
minister, Jawaharlal Nehru made his ﬁ rst ofﬁ cial visit to post-
war Germany in 1956. Regardless of India's close relationship 
with the Soviet Union, both Nehru and Indira Gandhi, who 
succeeded him as prime minister after his death in 1964, 
did not recognise East Germany till the 1970s when West 
Germany no longer objected to India establishing relations 
with East Germany. Since then, India continued to maintain 
diplomatic relations with both east and West Germany and 
backed their reuniﬁ cation in 1990. Germany, on the other 
hand did not support India when she liberated Goa in 1961, 
which was under Portuguese rule till then, condemned India 
for her role in the Bangladesh war of 1971 and disapproved 
India’s act of conducting nuclear tests both (Pokhran I & II) 
in 1974 and 1998. 
Cultural Linkages 
India and Germany have a longstanding tradition of 
academic and cultural exchanges. Max Mueller is very 
well respected as a scholar of Indo-European languages 
who translated and published the Upanishads and Rigveda. 
Rabindranath Tagore visited Germany several times, 1921, 
1926 and 1930, to be precise and his poetry left a lasting impact 
on the Germans. His works have been extensively translated 
with his ideas on ecology, education and international 
understanding still having relevance for contemporary times. 
The University of Bonn instituted a Chair of Indology as early 
as 1818. The Government of India has sponsored a number 
of rotating chairs of Indian studies in German Universities. A 
declaration with the intention of promoting German Language 
in India and Modern Indian Languages in Germany was 
signed at the 3rd Intergovernmental Consultations (IGC). 
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A large number of Indian students are pursuing various 
courses in Germany. Research on alternative medicines or 
Ayurveda is being encouraged in Germany.  The University 
Grants Commission and the German Academic Exchange 
Service are collaborating in the sphere of higher education 
and facilitating research. In recent times, the Indian television 
and ﬁ lm industry have been extensively using German locales 
and have acquired popularity in Germany with several of 
them being dubbed in the local language. The international 
ﬁ lm festivals in Germany are also used as platforms for 
promoting Indian movies. There is a substantive Indian 
Diaspora in Germany consisting of professionals, technocrats, 
businessmen/traders and nurses as well as commercial and 
cultural organisations and associations that aim to promote 
and consolidate people-to-people ties between both nations.
in the ﬁ elds of Information Technology, biotechnology, 
renewable energy, green technology, urban mobility & 
development as well as the entertainment industry. Germany 
has been the 7th largest foreign direct investor in India since 
January 2000. Indian investments in Germany have also 
shown a noteworthy increase in the last few years. Germany 
is one of the more important global partners in the sphere of 
science and technology cooperation. There are innumerable 
joint science and technology research projects and direct 
partnerships between German and Indian universities. 
Collaborative agreements are in place between India's 
scientiﬁ c establishments and some leading German research 
and development institutions, such as the Max Planck Society, 
Fraunhofer Laboratories and the Alexander von Humboldt 
Foundation. India has also invested in major scientific 
projects in Germany. Germany has been one of India’s key 
development cooperation partners for a reasonable period 
of time. The favoured areas of development cooperation are 
energy, sustainable economic development and environment 
& management of natural resources are priority areas.
Political Engagements 
In 2008, 2013 and 2015, German Chancellor Angela 
Merkel visited India with large delegations to foster ties in the 
ﬁ elds of security, bilateral trade and cultural exchange. India 
and Germany have been strategic partners since 2001. The ties 
have been further strengthened with the Intergovernmental 
Consultations (IGC) between the two Governments that 
provide comprehensive reviews of cooperation and a forum 
to classify new spheres of engagement. India is one of the 
few countries with whom Germany has such a dialogue 
mechanism. The third IGC was held in New Delhi on 
October 5, 2015. Earlier that year Prime Minister Narendra 
Modi visited Germany which was followed by a visit by the 
external affairs minister Sushma Swaraj. The minister of state 
for external affairs, M.J. Akbar, visited Bonn on February 
15-17, 2017 to attend the G-20 foreign ministers’ meeting. 
In April 2017, Ravi Shankar Prasad, Minister of Electronics 
& Information Technology visited Germany to attend the 
G20 digital ministers’ meeting in Dusseldorf. Prime Minister 
Narendra Modi will be visiting Germany twice this year for 
the biennial IGC between the two countries and for the G20 
Summit.
Germany and India have entered into numerous 
institutionalised arrangements to discuss bilateral and 
global issues of significance such as Joint Commission 
on Industrial and Economic Cooperation; Foreign Ofﬁ ce 
Consultations (FOC); High Technology Partnership Group 
(HTPG); High Defence Committee; Indo-German Energy 
Forum; Indo-German Environment Forum; India-Germany 
Committee on S&T; and, Joint Working Groups (JWG) on 
various ﬁ elds, including skills development, automotive, 
Economic Connections
There is a fascinating background to Indo-German 
economic relations. The ﬁ rst economic connection between 
the two nations can be traced back to the 16th century.  The 
journey of the ﬁ rst German ships to Goa was funded by a 
merchant-banker from Augsburg, Jakob Fugger thereby 
initiating the opening up of trade route between Germany and 
India. From the 16th to the 18th centuries, numerous German 
companies were constituted with the objective of trading with 
Indian and other East Asian countries. 
For example, the German company Siemens developed 
the ﬁ rst telegraph connection between Kolkata and London, 
via Berlin in the 19th century. In contemporary times, the 
establishment of economic relations between India and 
Germany can be traced to 1951. However, it was the fall of 
the Berlin wall and the consequent German reuniﬁ cation that 
gave a ﬁ llip to economic ties between the two nations.  The 
volume of trade between the two countries went up from 2.7 
billion Euros in the1990s to 13.4 billion Euros by the end of 
2008.Germany is India's biggest trading partner in Europe. 
Germany has time and again been among India's top ten 
global trade partners. India was ranked 24th in Germany's 
global trade during 2016. Bilateral trade in 2016 was around 
17.42 billion. There is tremendous scope for cooperation 
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agriculture, coal, tourism, 
water, waste management, etc. 
Germany and India have been 
working closely on the subject 
of expansion of the United 
Nations Security Council within 
the framework of G-4. The 
countries have been engaged 
in debates on global issues such 
climate change, sustainable 
development, etc in the G 20. 
There have been consultations 
between the two countries 
on regional and international 
issues such as issues related to 
the UN; International Cyber 
Issues; Disarmament & Non-
proliferation; Export Controls, 
East Asia, Eurasia and so on 
and so forth. 
W i t h  r e f e r e n c e  t o 
parliamentary exchanges, the 
Indo-German Parliamentary 
Friendship Group, which was established in German 
Bundestag in 1971, has made a deﬁ nitive contribution to 
strengthening connections between the two parliaments. As 
far as defence cooperation is concerned, the India-Germany 
Defence Cooperation Agreement (2006) provides for an 
outline for bilateral defence cooperation. High Defence 
Committee (HDC) meetings at the Defence Secretary level 
take place on an annual basis, alternately in New Delhi and 
Berlin. The Indian prime minister regards Germany, with 
its well-known system of vocational training as a natural 
collaborator of the “Skill India” programme. At the same 
time, Germany is collaborating with India to offer state 
of the art infrastructure and mobility systems appropriate 
for India’s “Smart Cities” programme. A few of the states 
and cities of both countries have entered into “twinning 
arrangements.” Karnataka and Bavaria (Germany), 
Maharashtra and Baden-Wurttemberg (Germany) and 
Mumbai and Stuttgart (Germany) have a sister-states and 
sister-cities connection.
Inﬁ nite Opportunities
The once ﬂ uctuating and uncertain nature of relationship 
between India and Germany has gradually been consolidated 
and has acquired a degree of stability. Yet, a lot more can 
be achieved as the relationship has immense potential and 
offers innumerable opportunities for further collaboration 
in a globalised yet particularistic world.  In the aftermath 
of the Brexit, the European Union as well as Germany 
perceives a greater role for India as an economic partner. 
It is estimated that India is 
likely to overtake Germany 
and become the fourth largest 
economy in the world by 2022. 
It is the world’s fastest growing 
economy and a leader in inward 
investment.  Strategically 
speaking Germany is beginning 
to realise the importance of 
the Indian Ocean region and 
it has now become a strategic 
and diplomatic priority for the 
nation. The global interest in the 
Indian Ocean has encouraged 
Germany to enter the fray with 
its foreign ministry convening 
a meeting of its envoys in 
Sri Lanka mostly from the 
region, which includes India 
as well from Moscow and 
Beijing. Foreign ministry 
ofﬁ cials of Germany have also 
been referring to the region as 
“underrated in geopolitics.” The German state secretary and 
the Indian foreign secretary in a recent meeting, a precursor to 
the prime minister’s  impending trip to Germany emphasised a 
greater role for Germany and India in their respective regions 
in a  “recalibrated world”, characterised by a “retrenching 
United States” and one in which the interests of the US  and 
China continue to vary. 
Yet, there are limits to the convergences. An area of 
divergence is with regard to China’s Belt and Road initiative 
(BRI). Germany, in contrast to India has responded positively 
to the BRI with various ports such as Hamburg evincing an 
interest in becoming a “BRI hub,” and the German state-
owned railway Deutsche Bahn (DB) and China Railways 
signing a Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) on further 
developing the “Eurasian land bridge.” Even though the 
response in Germany to BRI has been mixed, the perception 
is that the initiative could be used to secure more Chinese 
investments in Europe and its greater neighbourhood. India, 
on the other hand, has been visibly reluctant to join the BRI 
club and is particularly opposed to the use of what it considers 
as its territory in Kashmir as part of the proposed China 
Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). 
Notwithstanding the occasional hiccups, Germany and 
India have come a long way in creating an unwavering bond. ■
* The writer is Associate Director and Programme 
Coordinator at Asia in Global Affairs. She is also Research 
and Programme Associate at the Calcutta Research Group. 
She may be contacted at priyasingh70@gmail.com
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CELEBRATING THE 60TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS
BY M KHALID AFTAB *
The recent visit of Malaysian Prime Minister Dato’ Sri Mohd Najib Bin Tun Abdul Razak to India, aimed at taking forward the close political and economic ties 
between the two countries. He was on six-day India visit from 
March 30 to April 4, 2017.
The Malaysian prime minister’s visit comes at a time when 
India and Malaysia are celebrating the 60th anniversary of 
India-Malaysia diplomatic relations.  
The two countries have taken their strategic partnership 
forward, particularly after the visit of Prime Minister 
Narendra Modi to Malaysia in November 2015.  
During his stay in the national capital, Najib also attended 
a business meeting organised by The Malaysian Associated 
Indian Chamber of Commerce and Industry followed by a 
meeting with the Malaysian community as well as students. 
Apart from bilateral meetings, he held interactions with 
leaders and captains of industry from major Indian business 
houses.      
After meeting with the Malaysian prime minister, the 
President of India Pranab Mukherjee said relations between 
India and Malaysia are centuries old and are best ever so far. 
He also said, “Commercial and investment relations have 
MALAYSIA AND INDIA
The Prime Minister, Shri Narendra Modi delivering 
his statement to the media with the Prime Minister 
of Malaysia, Dato’ Sri Mohd Najib Bin Tun 
Abdul Razak, at the Joint Press Conference, at 
Hyderabad House, in New Delhi on April 01, 2017.
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become the foundation of India-Malaysia relations.”  “There 
is also considerable potential for collaboration in defence 
production especially under the Make in India initiative,” 
he further hoped.
The Malaysian prime minister further said, “India has 
always supported Malaysia in difficult times. Malaysia 
wants to raise relations to new heights.  Bilateral relations 
between India and Malaysia are multi-dimensional.” “The two 
countries can collaborate in a wide variety of ﬁ elds.  Malaysia 
would like to achieve a target of $15 billion in bilateral trade 
by 2020,” he added.
Malaysia and India sign 31 MoUs
Malaysia and India have signed 31 business MoUs valued 
at a total of $36 billion, with Malaysia taking the lion's share 
at $32 billion of the projects.
While delivering his business luncheon address at the 
India-Malaysia Business Forum, Prime Minister Najib 
described the ﬁ gure as a whopping amount and asserted, “This 
is an indication of the power of the economic relationship 
between Malaysia and India.” 
Among the signiﬁ cant MoUs was one on the development 
of an integrated maritime city in Pulau Carey worth $22.78 
billion, and the Pulau Carey port project worth $9.39 billion.
The supplement carried articles on the growing economic 
and political relations between both countries, using a cover 
photo of Najib with Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi in 
Brickﬁ elds during the latter's ofﬁ cial visit to Kuala Lumpur 
in 2015.
4G Technology Park soon in Andhra Pradesh
Malaysian Industry-Government Group for High 
Technology (MIGHT) and Andhra Pradesh Economic 
Development Board (APEDB) entered into a Memorandum 
of Understanding (MoU) to set up a fourth generation 
(4G) technology park in the capital of Andhra Pradesh— 
Amaravati.
The MoU, regarding the same, was exchanged in the 
presence of Prime Minister of India Narendra Modi and Prime 
Minister of Malaysia Mohd Najib Bin Tun Haji Abdul Razak 
in New Delhi on his third day of the visit.
The 4G technology park will cover an initial area of 
250 acres and will focus on new technologies through 
the application of industry best practices involving clean 
technology, biotechnology, connected digital platforms, 
big data, robotics and additive manufacturing. The park is 
expected to attract investments to the tune of Rs 650 crore 
in the ﬁ rst phase involving as many as 75 Small, Micro and 
Medium Enterprises (SMEs).
Over the development, managing director, MIGHT 
Technology Nurturing Datuk Nik A Faizul Abd Malek said, 
“The 4G park will also be applying new standards in park 
management primarily in the areas of environment and 
sustainability. “This collaboration will drive the development 
of technology parks to the next level through an integrated 
approach in bridging technology, market, funding and talent,” 
he added. 
Chief executive ofﬁ cer of APEDB J Krishna Kishore 
said, “Andhra Pradesh has a huge opportunity to strengthen 
bilateral relationships exponentially. The State has been 
forging partnerships, building strong foundations and 
engaging with various countries and this MoU with MIGHT 
will provide an impetus for clean technology and industry.” ■
* The sourcing person is Associate Editor, Diplomatist
Sources: Agencies, Ministry of External Affairs
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PRESERVING THE HISTORICAL RELATIONSHIP 
FOR STRATEGIC COOPERATION
BY AKOP GABRIELYAN *
The visit of the Indian Vice-President Mohammad Hamid Ansari to Armenia was a signal to other regional actors that the Republic of India is very eager 
to maintain a presence in the South Caucasus and values the 
Republic of Armenia as its historically close partner and 
friend. 
The Armenian and Indian societies have actively co-
existed for centuries. The well-known Armenian Diaspora, 
to be found mainly in Kerala, Agra, Mumbai, Kolkata and 
Chennai, has played an educational and enlightening role 
in India since the end of the 18th century when the ﬁ rst 
Armenian-Indian printery was opened.    
Since then, the relationship has developed continuously, 
which was once again proven during the last visit. The Indian 
vice-president was warmly greeted by Armenian ofﬁ cials, 
including, the president and prime minister of Armenia and 
the minister of foreign affairs. It was not a coincidence that 
the visit started on April 24, 2017 - India clearly showed 
its support for Armenia's efforts to restore historical truth 
and justice concerning the Armenian genocide. At the same 
time, the Armenian-Indian tandem is usually geopolitically 
opposed to Azerbaijani-Pakistani cooperation. Pakistan is one 
of the main military partners of Azerbaijan and Islamabad 
openly supports Baku in the conﬂ ict over Nagorno-Karabakh. 
Pakistan sells weaponry to Azerbaijan, and the two countries 
are planning to hold military exercises. In this respect, India 
can play an important conciliatory role in reanimating and 
supporting the constructive nature of Armenian-Azerbaijani 
dialogue to solve the Karabakh conﬂ ict peacefully. 
At the same time, the relationship between India and 
Armenia is not only based on the contemporary geopolitical 
agenda, but rather represents an entire historically-shaped 
complex of interactions in the ﬁ elds of information technology, 
pharmaceuticals, healthcare, engineering, culture, education, 
and other areas where Armenia and India have much to share. 
The main topic on the bilateral agenda of the last visit was the 
enhancement of economic cooperation between the two. In 
many regards, Armenia remains attractive for Indian business 
and skilled workers. The most vivid evidence of the latter is 
the Armenian-Indian Center for Excellence in Information 
and Communication Technologies, which has been actively 
promoting joint R&D activities since 2011. 
The importance of joint economic development and 
partnership is also being demonstrated by the new Prime 
Minister of Armenia, Karen Karapetyan who seeks new 
perspectives for the betterment of the general economic 
environment of the South Caucasian state. There is no doubt 
that the visit of India’s vice-president will impart new impetus 
to this endeavour. ■
* The writer is PhD candidate, Russian-Armenian 
University in Yerevan, Armenia. 
G L O B E T R O T T I N G
INDIAN VICE-PRESIDENT 
ANSARI IN ARMENIA
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V I S I T O R ' S  B O O K
BY M KHALID AFTAB *
NEPAL-INDIA TIES 
WILL STRENGTHEN 
FURTHER: NEPALI 
PRESIDENT
During her recent visit to India, Nepal’s President Bidya Devi Bhandari expressed her belief that her ﬁ ve-day visit to India will help the two neighbouring 
countries to further strengthen bilateral ties. This was the ﬁ rst 
State Visit of the president of Nepal after assuming ofﬁ ce of 
the president in October 2015.
President Bhandari also hoped for the peace and progress 
of Indian people while talking brieﬂ y to the media after 
receiving a guard of honour at the Rashtrapati Bhawan after 
a welcoming by her Indian counterpart Pranab Mukherjee 
and Prime Minister Narendra Modi.
Bhandari, accompanied by a high-level delegation 
comprising Dr. Prakash Sharan Mahat, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, Sita Devi Yadav, Minister for Peace and 
Reconstruction, Members of Parliament and other senior 
officials of the Government of Nepal met India’s Vice 
President Mohammad Hamid Ansari, Home Minister Rajnath 
Singh, External Affairs Minister Sushma Swaraj and Finance 
Minister Arun Jaitley.
Both the sides expressed satisfaction at the intensive bi-
lateral exchanges in recent months at all levels between the 
two countries to deepen and strengthen ongoing cooperation 
in sectors such as trade, economic, investments, water 
resources, energy cooperation, security, post-earthquake 
reconstruction efforts, culture, education and people to people 
ties. These ex-changes reﬂ ect the wide canvass of bilateral 
cooperative agenda for shared prosperity and development 
of the two peoples.
 She also attended a business event, organised by three 
apex chambers of India — the Confederation of Indian 
Industries, the Federation of Indian Chambers of Commerce 
and Industry and the Associated Chambers of Commerce 
of India — and visited Yamuna Biodiversity Park in Delhi.
Both the sides noted that India-Nepal relations derive their 
strength and salience from shared history, common cultural 
ethos, and long years of close and intense people to people 
contacts facilitated by open borders. 
The Indian leadership expressed support to Nepal’s 
endeavours to achieve socio-economic transformation for 
the well being of its people. They conveyed the good wishes 
of the people and Government of India to the friendly people 
of Nepal in their national efforts to achieve peace, stability 
and all round development. 
Modi reiterated support to ongoing efforts of the 
Government of Nepal in moving the constitution 
implementation process forward through dialogue and taking 
all sections of its society on board.
During the meetings, the president of Nepal reiterated 
Nepal’s commitment to further strengthen the age-old, 
close and friendly ties between the two countries in diverse 
sectors. She conveyed the good wishes of the people and 
Government of Nepal to the friendly people of India. She 
thanked India for its continued support for Nepal’s socio-
economic development, in particular, India’s support for post-
earthquake reconstruction process. She conveyed Nepal’s 
commitment to take forward the relationship between the two 
countries on the basis of goodwill, understanding and mutual 
beneﬁ t. The President of Nepal thanked the President of India 
for the warm welcome and hospitality extended during her 
stay at the Rashtrapati Bhawan.
Both sides positively assessed the implementation 
of on-going connectivity and development projects, and 
expressed satisfaction at the recent initiatives taken towards 
expediting implementation of various development projects, 
especially the cross-border connectivity projects such as the 
development of Terai roads, cross-border rail links, integrated 
check posts, and cross-border petroleum products pipeline. 
Both sides reviewed with satisfaction the expanding vistas 
of bilateral energy cooperation, including development of 
hydropower projects in Nepal, power trade and development 
of high-capacity cross-border transmission lines.
The State Visit of the president of Nepal provided the 
opportunity for the two sides to review all aspects of bilateral 
relations and to reiterate their commitments to take India-
Nepal partnership to a new level across diverse sectors for 
mutual beneﬁ t.
The president of Nepal also travelled to Rajkot (Gujarat) 
and Bhubaneshwar (Odisha). During her visit to Odisha, she 
offered prayers at the Jagannath Temple in Puri and Lingaraj 
Temple in Bhubaneshwar. 
The president of Nepal thanked the government and 
people of India for the exceptional hospitality extended to 
her and to the members of the delegation. ■
* The sourcing person is Associate Editor, Diplomatist
Sources: Agencies and Ministry of External Affairs
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UAE-INDIA CULTURAL 
CELEBRATIONS 
A PARTNERSHIP FOR A 
POSITIVE FUTURE
BY ANWAR-UL-HAQ *
To strengthen the bilateral relations with a motive to make future partnerships, the UAE-India cultural celebrations initiative was launched in Abu Dhabi 
on April 4 with a tribute video showing the late Sheikh 
Zayed bin Sultan Al Nahyan and Mahatma Gandhi— two 
fatherly ﬁ gures of brotherly nations. The video took the 
audience through a journey of shared values, pluralism and 
multiculturalism.
An estimated 2.6 million Indian citizens live in the UAE 
at present, making up the biggest expatriate community in 
the country. In addition, 1.6 million Indian tourists visited the 
UAE in 2016 alone, while 50,000 UAE tourists travelled to 
India. According to the latest ﬁ gures, UAE-India trade has 
grown to around $60 billion per year, making India the second 
largest trading partner of UAE.
A number of high-level visits over the last few years have 
also marked the deepening of bilateral relations between 
the two nations, starting with the visit of the Indian Prime 
Minister Narendra Modi to the UAE in August 2015. His 
Highness Shaikh Mohammad Bin Zayed Al Nahyan, Abu 
Dhabi Crown Prince and Deputy Supreme Commander of the 
UAE Armed Forces, visited India in February 2016, and then 
was the chief guest at India’s 68th Republic Day celebrations 
in January this year.
Opening the initiative, Minister of Culture and Knowledge 
Development Sheikh Nahyan bin Mubarak Al Nahyan said, 
“Emiratis have always appreciated the hard work done by 
Indians and now it was time to celebrate.”  “Indian citizens 
living and working in our country have been instrumental 
in the UAE's rapid development into a global crossroads 
for ﬁ nance, health, transportation, retail and wholesale, 
education, sports, and tourism,” he added.
The Indian Republic Day was a memorable and symbolic 
moment in the glowing history of friendship between the 
two countries. His Highness Sheikh Mohamed bin Zayed Al 
Nahyan, Crown Prince of Abu Dhabi and Deputy Supreme 
Commander of the UAE Armed Forces, was the chief guest 
at India's Republic Day celebrations. 
“It is only natural that we should celebrate the wonders 
of our respective cultures. We have embraced each other for 
so long that this initiative perhaps suggests a kind of golden 
anniversary. Whatever the case, the time for celebrations has 
come,” he added.
Highlighting the programme's logo, Nahyan said, “It 
shows the ﬂ ags of India and the UAE planted ﬁ rmly in the 
Ashoka Chakra surmounting the leaves of te ghaf tree – the 
national tree of the UAE. The moral authority of the 24 
spokes of the chakra ready to roll into the future allied with 
the reverence for the environment represented by the ghaf tree 
signals a relationship of monumental signiﬁ cance."
He thanked the Indian Embassy and the Indian Business 
and Professional Group (IBPG) for their collaboration with 
the Ministry of Culture and Knowledge Development for 
the programme.
IBPG chairman BR Shetty said, “Such initiatives were 
started some time back, when he got groups from different 
countries together. This is an extension of such initiatives 
taken by the IBPG. We look forward to forging many strategic 
partners for each event, in the UAE and India, sharing the 
same purpose and objectives in boosting the ties between our 
two great countries."
Indian Ambassador to the UAE Navdeep Singh Suri said 
the initiative is a "milestone" in the evolving relationship. 
"We have very strong roots," he said. 
The ambassador said the "tree of friendship" is in the 
right hands of the Ministry of Culture and Knowledge 
Development under the guidance of Sheikh Nahyan.
Suri said the traditional ties have got a big boost with the 
bilateral visits made by the leaders of both countries.  “There 
are many conversations in the realm of politics, diplomacy, 
defence, security, trade and investment between the two 
countries but those conversations are incomplete without 
culture," he added.
Suri further expressed hoped that the initiatives will 
bring some of the diversity of India to the UAE by bringing 
artists from both countries onto the same platform to work 
and collaborate. ■
* The writer is traveller, culture lover and senior banker, 
based in Abu Dhabi, UAE.
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H.E. Alphonsus Stoelinga, 
Ambassador of  The Netherlands to 
India, speaks to the Extraordinary 
and Plenipotentiary Diplomatist 
Editor-at-Large Alankar Srivastava 
on India-EU FTA, Dutch design, 
common cultural heritage, and much 
more. Excerpts…
A Win-Win 
Formula
‘Make, 
Develop & 
Skill in India; 
Export from 
India’
S P E C I A L  R E P O R T
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Q Excellency, it’s a privilege to be with you again this 
year. In the light of Indian government terminating bilateral 
investment protection treaties with all European nations, has 
the time come for India-EU Free Trade Agreement (FTA)?
A  The time is right now. By the way, the Indian 
government has also terminated bilateral investment 
protection treaties with countries outside the European Union.
As The Netherlands cannot renegotiate with India, now 
the European Commission has been mandated to negotiate 
with India on two fronts - on creating a follow up for the 
bilateral investment protection treaties and on an India-EU 
Free Trade Agreement.
The European Union is the No. 1 investor in India and 
unlike China, although we are the largest trading partner, we 
do not leave India with a deﬁ cit on its trade balance with the 
EU. While The Netherlands is India’s fourth largest source 
of Foreign Direct Investment (FDI), India is the ﬁ fth largest 
investor in Holland. On top of that, 20 percent of India’s 
total exports to European Union are entering the EU through 
The Netherlands. Therefore, there is no reason not to start 
negotiations on India-EU FTA.
Q Do you expect some adjustment in bilateral tax treaty 
between The Netherlands and India? Is it true that the 
cost of capital for European investors will rise without the 
protection of an underlying bilateral agreement?
A  It is our responsibility to ensure that tax treaties do not 
become a vehicle for tax evasion. In that respect, I can say 
that the India-Netherlands tax treaty is straightforward and 
therefore is not being misused by companies. At the moment, 
bilateral negotiations on the treaty are not foreseen. 
I assume that the second part of your question refers to the 
bilateral investment protection treaty. With no protection of an 
underlying bilateral agreement, export insurance companies 
will not cover risks of certain transactions. In that sense, it is 
imperative that the EU and India start negotiations quickly 
as part of the wider FTA negotiations. The Netherlands and 
India are too important business partners for each other. 
Q  Give us a sense of collaboration between The 
Netherlands and Indian government’s fl agship schemes 
such as ‘Make in India’, ‘Digital India’, ‘Smart Cities’, 
‘Clean India’, etc.
A  I always tell Dutch companies that if they want to 
export to, and do business with India, they have to ﬁ nd an 
Indian partner. Take greenhouse - you cannot just export the 
Dutch greenhouse to India. It has to be adapted to Indian 
requirements. And the (main frame) parts which can be build 
in India have to be built in India, otherwise it will be too 
expensive. You can import the high tech components from 
The Netherlands. For all of that, you need an Indian partner.
‘Make in India’ provides great opportunities for Dutch 
companies that wish to expand their presence. It’s not just 
about ‘Make in India’, but ‘Develop & Skill in India’. In the 
past two months, I was present at the launching of two India/
Dutch Joint Ventures’ production plants and one R&D centre.
There are several successful Joint Ventures (JVs) between 
Dutch and Indian companies. The Indian companies are 
interested in Dutch technologies (we are the 4th most 
innovative economy in the world) and the Dutch are interested 
in India’s unique selling points - low cost innovation and 
incredible scaling up. 
On top of that, India has a very young population and a 
fast expanding base of the middle class. That makes your 
consumer goods market growing at a rate of 15 percent per 
year; can you imagine every year 15 percent more televisions, 
airline tickets, and holiday packages. India is just beginning. 
Wait and see!
Q  Dutch design is about respecting end-users and 
designing for context. Given its systematic approach of 
blending the practical with the aesthetic and an inclusive 
‘Make in India’ provides great opportunities 
for Dutch companies that wish to expand 
their presence. It’s not just about ‘Make in 
India’, but ‘Develop & Skill in India’
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vision of society, do you think it is well oriented to work for 
India’s lower income and marginal communities?
A  What the large Dutch corporations have discovered 
is that India is the place to do your R&D because here you 
have science and maths in your DNA. And parents love their 
children to become engineers. The Dutch engineers are more 
out-of-the-box thinkers. You combine those two types and you 
get incredible solutions. I have seen that. The scale at which 
India has to ﬁ nd solutions for its problems is unprecedented. 
One thing is sure - you’ll ﬁ nd those solutions.
Q With India emerging as the world’s fastest growing 
economy, what are the additional reforms that you expect 
from the Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi? 
A  The best this Union government did was that although 
they are continuously confronted with elections, they did not 
relax the budget discipline. They did not start handing out the 
money to get votes. That’s how inﬂ ation came down. That’s 
how interest rates came down. That’s how the Rupee is now 
one of the most stable currencies of emerging economies. That’s 
how the IMF can now declare that India has created a solid 
base for continued growth in the future. And that’s why India 
has performed exceptionally well amongst the BRICS nations. 
Demonetisation will certainly have a positive impact in 
the long term, one of it being higher tax revenues. In my 
country, the tax revenues account to 42 percent of our GDP. 
In India, tax revenues are only 15 percent of GDP. How can 
you expect your economy to grow further? Who will ﬁ nance 
the infrastructure you need for growth, for jobs. You have to 
increase your tax revenues and demonetisation contributes 
to that. 
And then, during the last 2-3 years, India has ﬁ nally started 
bleeping on the global radar screens. I noticed an enormous 
increase in interest amongst Dutch companies to engage in 
business with India.
However, more needs to be done when it comes to the Ease 
of Doing Business including market access and intellectual 
property rights.
Land acquisition and labour laws have been left to state 
governments, because these could not be settled at the Centre. 
This means the states are now competing for investments, 
competitive federalism in other words. Let’s see which state 
will be able to attract investments, make their economy grow 
and create jobs.
Q The Netherlands is a major investor in India. Could 
you identify the sectors of Indian economy wherein lucrative 
opportunities exist for Dutch companies?
A  There are several sectors of Indian economy wherein 
interesting opportunities exist for Dutch companies such 
as agriculture, food chain management, food processing, 
logistics, water treatment, irrigation, inland waterways, life 
science and health, etc.
Q  Tell us about the various ways in which the 
Dutch Embassy in New Delhi promotes the interests of 
entrepreneurs in the agri-food sector.
A  In the agri-food sector, the Dutch Embassy in New 
Delhi is creating Centres of Excellence of Agriculture in 10 
Indian states. The idea is that in cooperation between the 
Dutch government, the Indian States, the Indian and Dutch 
knowledge and skill institutions, and Indian and Dutch 
companies, transfer of agro-knowledge and experience will 
take place. Then, we have programs with which we support 
Dutch companies to establish themselves in India. It is a 
win-win situation - companies which were producing the 
entire agricultural machines in The Netherlands, now build 
the main frame of the machine in India and add the high tech 
from The Netherlands. By doing this, they become much more 
competitive. They create a new turnover in India and on top 
of that started exporting from India to destinations all over 
the world! As a result, their turnover in The Netherlands also 
increases. That is what I call win-win.
Q Despite sharing a great deal of common cultural 
heritage stemming from the 17th and 18th centuries when 
the Dutch East India Company (VOC) had trading posts 
in India, it seems a lot needs to be done given the lack of 
awareness. What, in your opinion, the two governments 
must focus on to further strengthen the cultural relations? 
A  Our shared cultural heritage is important for both 
countries. However, we should not only focus on restoring 
old buildings. It won’t work if the public doesn’t see the 
value of preserving it. You have a very young population 
and of course they look forward, not back but there always 
comes a moment when the public wants to know where 
they came from. And a very short part of your history, we 
share with you.
Talking about the young population - our focus is on 
students. All Dutch speak English, there are studies in English 
and the cost of living and rental are low in The Netherlands 
when compared to UK and the US. Currently, there are 3000 
Indians staying in the safe and comfortable environment of 
The Netherlands. They joined the largest Hindustani diaspora 
on the European continent.
On tourism, it is important to mention that the connectivity 
between India and The Netherlands has increased enormously 
with the daily, non-stop ﬂ ights of Jet Airways to Amsterdam. 
The number of Indian tourists to Holland increased 30 percent 
between 2015 and 2016. ■
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KONINGSDAG
THE BIGGEST BIRTHDAY 
PARTY IN THE WORLD?
April 27 is King’s Day, a national day of celebration in The Netherlands and for Dutch people around the world in honour of King Willem-Alexander’s 
birthday. 
This year’s Koningsdag is only the fourth of its kind. 
Before 2014, The Netherlands celebrated Queen’s Day, which 
Queen Beatrix, who Willem-Alexander succeeded in 2013, 
held only three days after the current date. 
Her birthday is actually in January, in the middle of 
winter, so postponing the celebrations was a wise decision 
considering that they largely take place outside.
Besides, the Dutch were already used to celebrating 
the birthday and Koninginnedag of the late Queen Juliana, 
Beatrix’s mother on April 30.
King Willem-Alexander has spent the last three King’s 
Days in De Rijp,  Amstelveen, Dordrecht and Zwolle and will 
be celebrating in Tilburg this year, continuing his mother’s 
tradition of spending the day in a different city every year.
FUN FACTS
• The capital of The Netherlands, Amsterdam, has 
a population of 822,272 but its population is nearly 
twice that on King’s Day due to the city’s many visitors 
• Tompouce the Dutch go-to pastry sees a 600 
percent increase in sales and is of course also sold in 
orange on King’s Day
• Besides delicious food, Amsterdam’s partygoers 
drink more than 500,000 cups of equally delicious 
beverages on King’s Day
• King’s Day is celebrated across the world, for 
example in the numerous diplomatic missions of the 
Kingdom of The Netherlands
Painting the whole Country Orange
It is certainly fair to say that The Netherlands turns orange 
on King’s Day. Partygoers wear orange hats, dress in orange 
and even paint their faces or dye their hair orange. In addition 
to that, cities are decorated with ﬂ ags and, you might have 
guessed, all things orange – some people will even dress 
up their pets. Why orange you ask? It is more than just the 
theme of the day. The answer lies in the Royal House that 
King Willem-Alexander and his predecessors belong to; the 
House of Orange-Nassau. Hence, orange is also the country’s 
national colour. 
A time to Celebrate! 
Apart from boat parades, markets and partying in the 
streets, there are also huge concerts and festivals across the 
country. Amsterdam alone is expecting over 135,000 people 
at its 12 major dance festivals. Celebrating the monarch’s 
birthday has been a long running tradition and a display of 
patriotism and happiness and 2017 will be no exception. All 
that is left to say is Happy Birthday! ■
Source: iamsterdam.com
BY DIPLOMATIST BUREAU
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Invest in Holland – One of 
the World’s Top Locations for 
Business
Join more than 8,000 international companies – from 
global giants to fast-growth gazelles – that have already 
decided to invest in Holland. 
The Netherlands Foreign Investment Agency (NFIA) 
stands ready to help. Our highly knowledgeable staff, 
supported by an outstanding network of partners, provides 
free, conﬁ dential assistance to streamline every facet of your 
project. Let us roll out the orange carpet for you.
Holland’s location at Europe’s front door provides the 
perfect springboard into the European market—with access 
to 95% of Europe’s most lucrative consumer markets within 
24 hours of Amsterdam or Rotterdam.
With an investment-friendly corporate income tax 
system, accessible and transparent tax authorities, 
attractive innovation and R&D incentives and an 
extensive treaty network, The Netherlands is among 
the best in Europe for international companies to set 
up their businesses.
Indo-Dutch success stories
Amsterdam, New European Gateway for India’s Jet 
Airways
Jet Airways, India’s leading international airline operates 
two daily non-stop ﬂ ights to Amsterdam Airport Schiphol, one 
from Mumbai and one from New Delhi as part of a codeshare 
partnership with KLM Royal Dutch Airlines. Jet Airways has 
also just announced daily ﬂ ights between Amsterdam and 
Bangalore from October 29 onward.
As Jet Airways said in a press release, “Amsterdam is 
one of the great cities of the world and has emerged as a top 
ﬁ nancial center and tourism destination in Europe. India’s 
trade relations with The Netherlands go back over 400 years 
and have continued to prosper in the modern age.”
Mentioning Schiphol’s position “as one of the largest 
gateways in Europe with seamless connectivity to sea, rail and 
road transportation,” Jet Airways’ CEO Cramer Ball said that 
the two daily ﬂ ights from India to Amsterdam “will facilitate 
further growth in business and tourism between India and 
The Netherlands.”
Indian IT Company HCL Technologies Opens 
Amsterdam Ofﬁ ce
Global IT services company from India expands its 
footprint in The Netherlands to provide IT services to ﬁ nancial 
sector and FinTech startups.
The new office in Amsterdam-Zuidoost, which will 
initially focus on serving the city’s leading international 
banks, will eventually employ about 200 people. HCL has 
already been present in The Netherlands for over 15 years, 
and the new location in Amsterdam will serve as a sales and 
solution center, providing IT services to companies in the 
ﬁ nancial sector and FinTech startups.
Amsterdam was the natural choice, with its growing 
reputation as the emerging center for FinTech and startups – 
as well as being close to The Hague, where HCL has a large 
digital customer experience lab. “The purpose of this ofﬁ ce 
is to be close to businesses, because Amsterdam is a business 
hub,” HCL Vice President Sudip Lahiri said. Their choice 
was mainly inspired by the city’s talented workforce and its 
proximity to some of HCL’s key clients.
Tata Consultancy Services (TCS) in The Netherlands
When a company talks about ‘partnering for long-term 
success’, then 150 years of history goes a long way to reassure 
that it can walk the walk. Part of the Tata Group, TCS has 
more than 353,000 of the world’s best-trained consultants 
from over 118 nationalities operating in more than 45 
countries, TCS is among the top technology ﬁ rms in the world 
and has been recognized by Brand Finance as one of the Big 
4 Global IT Services Brands. Building on more than 45 years 
of experience, the company’s full services portfolio, Digital 
Capabilities, Consulting and Business Process Outsourcing 
services add value to global businesses.
Celebrating 25 years in The Netherlands
TCS set up its European operations back in 1992, 
when it established its Continental Europe Headquarters 
in Amsterdam. In the intervening period, The Netherlands 
region has become one of TCS’ highest growth markets 
across Europe.
Throughout what they refer to as their ‘pioneering’ 
period, TCS enjoyed consistent support from the local 
authorities in order to make the transition of its associates 
into The Netherlands as smooth as possible. This included 
facilities such as the Expat Center in Amsterdam, as well as 
the business and community events organized by Invest in 
Holland partner amsterdam in business (aib).
Business beneﬁ ts
TCS has beneﬁ tted from the unique locational features 
offered by The Netherlands, and lists factors such as: 
excellent logistics and infrastructure – in both transport 
and telecommunications; ease of setting-up business, in 
many different respects; central location within key markets 
in Europe; access to excellent human capital with good 
language capabilities; attractive living conditions, as well as 
a favourable ﬁ scal regime.
Ms. Stans Kleijnen
Executive Director 
NFIA India
Ofﬁ ce  +91 22 22194203
Mobile +91 704 565 5715
stans@nﬁ a-india.com
THE NETHERLANDS 
DEVELOPS ‘100 TIMES FASTER’ 
INTERNET
Scientists have developed a new wireless internet based on harmless infrared rays that is 100 times faster than existing WiFi network, and has the capacity to support 
more devices without getting congested.
Slow WiFi is a source of irritation that nearly everyone 
experiences. Wireless devices in the home consume ever 
more data, and it is only growing, and congesting the WiFi 
network, researchers said.
The wireless network developed by researchers at 
Eindhoven University of Technology in The Netherlands not 
only has a huge capacity - more than 40 Gigabits per second 
(Gbit/s) - but also there is no need to share since every device 
gets its own ray of light.
The system is simple and cheap to set up. The wireless 
data comes from a few central ‘light antennas’, for instance 
mounted on the ceiling, which are able to very precisely direct 
the rays of light supplied by an optical ﬁ bre.
The antennas contain a pair of gratings that radiate light 
rays of different wavelengths at different angles (‘passive 
diffraction gratings’).
Changing the light wavelengths also changes the direction 
of the ray of light. Since a safe infrared wavelength is used 
that does not reach the vulnerable retina in the eye, this 
technique is harmless.
If you walk around as a user and your smartphone or tablet 
moves out of the light antenna’s line of sight, then another 
light antenna takes over, researchers said.
The network tracks the precise location of every wireless 
device using its radio signal transmitted in the return direction, 
they said.
It is a simple matter to add devices: they are assigned 
different wavelengths by the same light antenna and so do 
not have to share capacity.
Moreover, there is no longer any interference from a 
neighbouring WiFi network.
Current WiFi uses radio signals with a frequency of 2.5 
or ﬁ ve gigahertz. The new system uses infrared light with 
wavelengths of 1,500 nanometres and higher.
This light has frequencies that are thousands of times 
higher, some 200 terahertz, which makes the data capacity 
of the light rays much larger.
Researchers managed to achieve a speed of 42.8 Gbit/s 
over a distance of 2.5 metres. Even if you have the very best 
WiFi system available, you would not get more than 300 
Megabit/s in total, which is some hundred times less than the 
speed per ray of light achieved by the new system.
The system has so far used the light rays only to 
download; uploads are still done using radio signals since 
in most applications much less capacity is needed for 
uploading. ■
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SMART CITIES
POWERED BY DUTCH TECHNOLOGY
BY DIPLOMATIST BUREAU
What Makes a City Smart? 
What sets a Smart City apart from a regular city and what 
is a Smart City in the ﬁ rst place? Smart Cities, in very broad 
terms, are the application of a vision for more efﬁ cient urban 
development. The additional efﬁ ciency is to be achieved by 
incorporating modern technology – especially Information 
and Communication Technology (ICT) – into a growing 
number of areas in our lives. 
Smartcityembassy outlines six main categories in which 
Smart City initiatives are underway. They are ‘Information 
Technology’, ‘Mobility & Transport of Goods’, ‘Renewable 
Energy & Circular Economy’, ‘Smart Society – Collaborative 
City’, ‘Sustainable Built Environment’ and ‘Urban Resilience 
& Security’. 
Why Do We Need Smart Cities? 
An ever increasing number of people are moving into 
urban areas. Overall, the share of people living in cities is 
expected to double by 2050. Smart Cities can help address 
the challenges that urbanisation brings while increasing the 
quality of life for its inhabitants. These improvements can 
range from making busy roads less noisy to improving air 
quality in cities with heavy smog to matching compatible 
commuters to reduce trafﬁ c, all while facilitating valuable 
networking opportunities. The Netherlands, a country that 
has a great deal of experience with densely populated urban 
areas, is leading the way and would like to share its knowledge 
and technologies. 
How? 
In Bringing the Greatest Minds of India and The 
Netherlands together (Pages 23), Mr Jelle Nijdam, spoke 
about the importance of involving all the stakeholders in the 
development of Smart Cities. He mentioned the Triple-Helix 
model that promotes dialog between government, industry 
and academia to come up with solutions that are economically 
and scientiﬁ cally feasible while addressing societal needs. In 
fact, consumers are also included in this exchange of ideas 
to make sure that their needs and wishes are also taken into 
account. After all, they are going to be the ones living in the 
Smart Cities. 
Netherlands Capabilities 
The demographic and geographic makeup of The 
Netherlands – densely populated urban centres and over 
a quarter of the country below sea level – have brought 
challenges but these challenges were overcome. Out of 
necessity but also encouraged by an innovation-inducing 
environment, The Netherlands is a country of entrepreneurs 
and new discoveries. It has become the leader in many areas 
that are relevant to the development of Smart Cities. Among 
them are water and waste management, energy efﬁ ciency and 
renewable energy, sustainable transport and crowd control. 
By the way, The Netherlands is not keeping this 
technology to itself but looking forward to sharing it around 
the world. A Dutch waste management cluster is currently 
working on Smart City development in Dharamsala, one of 
the cities that is part of the Indian ‘100 Smart Cities’ ﬂ agship 
programme, and has pledged to make the city waste free. ■ 
Websites to get you started: hollandtradeandinvest.
com investinholland.com amsterdamsmartcity.com 
smartcityembassy.nl smartcities.info
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Mr Michael Bierkens, Head of  
Economic Department, Embassy of  the 
Kingdom of  The Netherlands speaks to 
The Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary 
Diplomatist Editor Martin Healey, and 
shares his thoughts on Dutch-Indian 
economic ties. Excerpts…
PATIENCE, 
PERSEVERANCE, 
POLITENESS AND 
PARTNERSHIP
THE ENTRY 
TICKET TO THE 
INDIAN MARKET
Q Could you please give us a very brief breakdown of 
the top 5 business sectors for The Netherlands in India?
A  Agriculture is a very strong sector; we are number two 
in agriculture exports and it is one of the best performing 
sectors in India in terms of business. Number two is ports and 
logistics, which includes infrastructure, ports, connectivity 
and warehouses among other things. The third sector that we 
are very strong in is water; we are building water treatment 
plants for example. The last two would be the maritime 
sector, including port development and dredging, and the 
ﬁ fth Life Sciences. But there are many more; there is for 
instance a waste management cluster of Dutch companies 
that is active in Dharamsala where we are working on Smart 
City development.
Q Can you briefl y explain the business environment 
in India?
A  In general, India is a shining example for economic 
growth. Seven percent economic growth, a budget deﬁ cit of 
only three percent, inﬂ ation is under control, there is a stable 
Rupee, there is a stable government that is well established, 
and India is of course a democracy, which is also important 
to us. There is rule of law and if you invest and something 
goes wrong, there is a legal system in place. There is also a 
competitive federalism, in which Indian states compete with 
each other for FDI, for example by offering foreign companies 
tax incentives. So the macros are fantastic and our challenge 
now is to convert that to the micro-level and create business 
opportunities for SMEs.
Q How have Prime Minister Modi’s new policies affected 
Dutch business ties with India?
A  There is deﬁ nitely a buzz going on in The Netherlands; 
the image of India as an attractive export and investment 
destination has deﬁ nitely improved in recent years. I see 
the interest of Dutch companies growing and I think Prime 
Minister Modi has contributed a lot to that by being very 
active in improving the ease of doing business and by being 
a good communicator. The ﬁ rst steps have been taken and we 
hope that this reform process will gain momentum and that 
more important reforms will take place. Not only the reform 
agenda is interesting to us but also the ﬂ agship projects like 
Make in India, 100 Smart Cities or Clean Ganga. They offer 
huge investment opportunities for Dutch companies and that 
is exactly what is happening right now. We say that for doing 
business in India, you have to follow the four Ps: Patience, 
Perseverance, Politeness and Partnership. That is your entry 
ticket to the Indian market. ■
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BRINGING THE 
GREATEST MINDS 
OF INDIA AND THE 
NETHERLANDS 
TOGETHER 
Mr Jelle Nijdam, Head of  Innovation, Science & Technology Department and Mrs 
Ravleen Pal, Deputy Head of  Economic Department, Embassy of  the Kingdom of  The 
Netherlands speak to The Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary Diplomatist Editor-at-
Large Alankar Srivastava and Editor Martin Healey to share their thoughts on Dutch-
Indian cooperation in the science and technology sector. Excerpts…
Q  The Netherlands is the high-tech start-up 
capital of the world. What are the cornerstones of this 
innovation-generating environment? Can you explain the 
entrepreneurial spirit?
A  Innovation only starts when you feel the need to move. 
If you help people too much, they don’t think for themselves 
and don’t innovate. Sometimes, the government should take a 
backseat and let innovation happen. If you pamper companies, 
they will ask for more and more money but if you really work 
together with them and challenge them, they will come up 
with creative solutions. India has so many smart people who 
are coming up with these solutions and I believe the country 
is on the right track.
Q The Netherlands is working on having a sustainable, 
reliable and affordable energy system by 2050.  Known 
for their research in renewable energies, Dutch institutes 
are dominating scientifi c competitions, such as the World 
Solar Challenge. There seems to be a perfect combination 
of innovation, science and political will. What are you 
planning to do with it?
A  There is a big push for renewable energy in The 
Netherlands. We are rapidly transforming our national 
energy system away from gas and we are collaborating with 
a number of countries to make it happen. Of course, we want 
to sell our technology but we also want to work together to 
come up with new solutions. Sometimes it is better not to 
innovate on your own but to import solutions. Quite recently, 
a high-level delegation from The Netherlands, comprised 
of representatives from government, science and industry, 
visited New Delhi and Mumbai to learn about the challenges 
that India is facing in the energy ﬁ eld. It was fascinating to 
see that ten years ago, we were in the same situation that India 
is in now. We wanted to move into e-mobility but we didn’t 
know how. We made quite a few mistakes, for instance when 
it comes to electric cars. There was a lot of anxiety about their 
range so we installed very costly charging infrastructure – an 
entire fast-charger network – but it is hardly being used. We 
have learned that people adapt their habits to the range of their 
cars and, besides, you can charge electric cars at any power 
outlet. These experiences are very valuable to India and we 
would like to share them and work together.
Q The Netherlands is also one of the pioneers in Smart 
City technology. Why should our cities become smarter 
and how can Dutch companies help India accomplish this?
A  We have a very interesting tool in The Netherlands 
called ‘Partners for International Business’, which is 
subsidized by the government. Companies come together in 
various ﬁ elds from IT to serious gaming and health and try 
to enter new markets. One of these consortia is active in the 
smart city initiative. 
Dutch companies are providing vital IT services and 
software for waste management, e-grievances, e-health and 
telemedicine among others. 
However, we need more than just the technology. I see 
companies expecting the government to tell them what 
to do and give them the money to do it; the same applies 
to scientists. However, what we believe in is bringing all 
the parties together. Representatives from government, 
science and industry, the triple helix as we call it, need to sit 
together with prospective buyers of houses in smart cities 
and communicate. I see a perfect opportunity to make this 
happen and The Netherlands is willing to assist India in this 
endeavour, both by engaging stakeholders in dialogue and 
by supplying Dutch technology. ■
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DUTCH 
KNOW-HOW & 
TECHNOLOGY 
FOR INDIA
Mr Wouter Verhey, Agricultural Counsellor and Mr Anand Krishnan, Deputy 
Counsellor for Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality, Embassy of  the Kingdom 
of  The Netherlands speak to The Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary Diplomatist 
Editor-at-Large Alankar Srivastava and Editor Martin Healey to share their 
thoughts on Indo-Dutch cooperation in the food and agriculture sectors. Excerpts…
Q What is the biggest challenge in regard to agriculture 
in The Netherlands?
A  The Indian agriculture sector is huge and they are 
leaders in production in many subsections like potatoes or 
dairy but their productivity is still relatively low. We are the 
leaders in agriculture technology and our challenge is to 
adapt these technologies to India. You can’t just bring in new 
technology, you have to adapt it to the needs of the farmers 
and that is our challenge and focus. 
We cooperate with the Ministry of Agriculture, setting up 
Centres of Excellence where we train Indian farmers in the use 
of Dutch technology, speciﬁ cally made for the Indian market. 
Q There is so much knowledge and technology sharing 
between The Netherlands and India. What kind of impact 
will this have on the business of agriculture in the next fi ve 
years? Will there be tangible effects?
A  Yes I think so. However, around 600 million Indians 
are involved in agriculture, so any changes will take time. 
The makeup of the industry will not change to large scale 
farming in the near future because that would bring huge 
social problems. Small-scale farming will stay but there 
will be a shift from low-value to high-value production and 
that’s where we can help. We want to supply technology and 
know-how and that is what we are doing in India. We can help 
India achieve food and nutrition security, speed up production 
chain and cold chain development and be of service in many 
other areas as well.
Q  What is your advice to Indian agriculture 
entrepreneurs?
A  I see every farmer as a businessman. If you give him the 
tools, he will develop. The better his business environment, 
the better he will work. Farming is a nice business and an 
honourable job. We try to show farmers, e.g. through case 
studies, which technologies are useful for which market 
segment, what kind of prices can be expected for the quality 
of their products, and what the prospects of certain investments 
are. The Dutch government is working on a cluster approach, 
inviting companies to come to us in groups, e.g. one for dairy, 
one for fruit, one for horticulture and so on. We connect them to 
Indian partners and facilitate knowledge sharing and training. 
All these clusters have three-year action plans, including 
workshops, seminars, road shows and we facilitate all of it.  ■
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HCL - Building Relationships Beyond the Contract
HCL Technologies’ journey in Europe began in 1999 with offices in the UK, Germany, Austria, The Netherlands, Belgium, Sweden and Italy. Today, HCL is present in 18 European countries, and 
houses 21 delivery and innovation centres. It provides revolutionary 
value for over 200 European customers, and is one of the top European 
Services Providers.
Recently, HCL has expanded its footprint in The Netherlands, opening 
a new office in Amsterdam besides existing office in Den Haag. The new 
location in Amsterdam will initially focus on serving the city’s leading 
international banks, providing ICT services to companies in the financial 
sector and FinTech start-ups.
One of HCL’s marquee customers in The Netherlands is Aegon with 
whom we have jointly launched a Digital Innovation Lab, cXstudio in The 
Hague, Netherlands to deliver excellent customer experience through 
adoption of latest digital technologies.
In partnership with LeasePlan, a global fleet management and driver 
mobility company of the Dutch origin, HCL helps in providing IT solutions 
in various domains such as business intelligence, enterprise IT solutions, 
application development and maintenance services.
One of the largest European banks headquartered in The Netherlands 
has selected HCL as a strategic sourcing partner for the Global Sourcing 
System Integration program to drive Innovation across the Ecosystem 
and deliver the desired customer experience. This is attributed to HCL’s 
differentiated delivery approach for mature and forward looking customers 
- FENIX (Flexible, Engineering Driven, Nextgen, Innovative, Xperience 
centric). FENIX is HCL’s new age delivery model designed on agile and 
DevOps principles aligned to cutting edge technologies. It involves high 
levels of collaboration and extreme automation that is substantiated by 
HCL’s Engineering DNA along with the entrepreneurial culture.  
HCL’s approach to engagements is best described by the word 
‘Relationship’. They believe in taking every relationship beyond the 
contract, through collaboration, applied innovation and next- generation 
partnership models that put our customers’ interests above all. HCL’s 
‘Relationship Beyond the Contract’ philosophy defines the spirit that is 
alive in more than 110,000 Ideapreneurs spread across 32 countries 
globally, who are passionate about only one thing - making our 
customers’ businesses more efficient through everyday innovation.
HCL seeks to empower native communities wherever they have 
presence; working with local government agencies such as the 
municipality of Hague and the city of Netherlands to foster and empower 
local businesses. They work in cooperation with the Netherlands Foreign 
Investment Agency (NFIA), Dutch Ministry of Economic Affairs, the Dutch 
Consulate and the WestHolland Foreign Investment Agency (WFIA) to 
create and sustain an ecosystem that promotes and incubates start-ups 
and small businesses. For instance, working with home-grown partner 
organisations such as iAmsterdam, start-upamsterdam and more to 
set up business processes that foster innovation and disruption, and 
also share ideas and use-cases that can be easily replicated locally.
HCL Technologies is a key patron of the Netherlands India Chamber 
of Commerce & Trade (NICCT). Sudip Lahiri, Vice President Financial 
Services at HCL Technologies, is one of the key board members of 
NICCT. HCL has been supporting NICCT for the past 3 years to build good 
economic relations between The Netherlands and India. HCL will support 
the 11th NIBM meet in 2017, which will be attended by government 
delegates of both countries, CXOs of large companies and partners. 
In 2015, HCL started its co innovation delivery centre in Hague 
focused on customer-centric digital channel innovation. It helps 
organisations become 21st century enterprise, and understand all the 
new technologies in financial services space.
The financial services industry is currently undergoing a huge 
digitalisation wave. Mobile devices, tech-innovation and Ar tificial 
Intelligence (AI) are some of the hottest technologies in today’s tech 
savvy environment. On top of that, millennial customers are demanding 
enhanced and enriched experiences. Leveraging their experience with 
some of the leading digital enterprises and own unique engineering 
heritage, they have created a set of capabilities that are very relevant 
for financial services organisations that are on a journey to become 
more digital. Based on agile principles and leveraging devops tooling, 
collaborative design techniques and a customer-centric approach to 
application development, they are successfully delivering ‘Digital at 
Scale’ for some of their big customers.
HCL offers differentiated financial IT services portfolio, which helps 
in reducing costs, brings promptness and increased focus on regulatory 
compliance and customers as a whole.
HCL in partnership with AEGON jointly launched Co-Innovation 
Lab, cXstudio that helps financial institution to evaluate new ideas and 
technologies in days and not months. In a short span of time, ideas can 
be converted into products and services that will exceed customers’ 
expectations. cXstudio has helped AEGON in meeting its challenge by 
bringing together relevant capabilities to ensure that digital solutions are 
continuously developed and improved. This will also help in easing out 
the understanding of interactions regarding financial situations.
HCL also provides digital solutions, system integration, product 
implementation and build/maintain application to one of the leading 
Global Investment Bank. Being an innovation partner to the Bank, it 
helps enhance customer experience by innovating products, services 
and operations. In today’s world, it is very important for any organisation 
to be continuously optimised to deliver world class experience to their 
customers.
Key to Success
HCL’s employee-led innovation culture questions the traditional 
top-down approach and brought the spotlight back on those who 
created value for the organisation - the employees. It doesn’t believe in 
the traditional management pyramid, with the leader at the top. It has 
turned it upside down.
In IT space, you have an enormous amount of people who work 
with your customers, day-in and day-out. They’re the ones who work 
closely with customers on specific projects, getting to know their 
businesses better than anyone else. HCL recognises that employees 
are the people who create value within a business, so we empower 
them to make a difference.
They call it ‘ideaprenurship,’ which means that employees are given 
the power to carry their ideas through to fruition. That, combined with the 
values of trust, transparency and flexibility, is what ensures a continued 
value creation for customers.
The Netherlands is a world-class business destination for IT industry, 
ranked as No. 8 in Europe by Bloomberg’s ‘Best Countries for Business.’ 
Approximately 90 percent of Dutch speak English.
Amsterdam is said to be the FinTech capital of the world by Rob 
van Elburg, ING. There are 15,000 people employed in FinTech sector of 
Amsterdam (Source: ING International Survey Mobile Banking, July 2016).
The Netherlands is one of the advanced economies in Europe, with 
very stable industrial relations and encouraging business environment. 
The workforce is highly educated, flexible and extremely motivated, 
which make the environment conducive for the Indian firm HCL 
Technologies.
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